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House of Representatives 
The House met at noon and was 

called to order by the Speaker pro tem-
pore (Mr. NEWHOUSE). 

f 

DESIGNATION OF SPEAKER PRO 
TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Speaker: 

WASHINGTON, DC, 
February 10, 2015. 

I hereby appoint the Honorable DAN 
NEWHOUSE to act as Speaker pro tempore on 
this day. 

JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

f 

MORNING-HOUR DEBATE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the order of the House of Janu-
ary 6, 2015, the Chair will now recog-
nize Members from lists submitted by 
the majority and minority leaders for 
morning-hour debate. 

The Chair will alternate recognition 
between the parties, with each party 
limited to 1 hour and each Member 
other than the majority and minority 
leaders and the minority whip limited 
to 5 minutes, but in no event shall de-
bate continue beyond 1:50 p.m. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY FUNDING 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD) for 5 
minutes. 

Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD. Mr. Speaker, 
the primary responsibility of Congress 
is to keep our Nation safe. However, we 
are 133 days into the 2015 fiscal year, 
and the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity is without a budget. 

The Department is trying to fulfill 
its mission under the uncertainty of a 
continuing resolution that is set to ex-
pire in 18 days. Last week, the Depart-

ment of Homeland Security submitted 
its fiscal year 2016 budget, but unlike 
every department and agency, DHS was 
at the disadvantage of not having a 
current funding level for its essential 
security functions. 

There is the mistaken impression 
that the Department of Homeland Se-
curity is doing just fine under the con-
tinuing resolution. Some feel that, if 
DHS funding expires, no problem exists 
since approximately 85 percent of DHS 
personnel are deemed essential and are 
required to work. While it is true that 
frontline agents and officers, like those 
at the CBP, ICE, the Coast Guard, and 
the Secret Service, would continue 
working, they would do so without 
being paid. Is this fair to expect these 
dedicated Americans to put their lives 
on the line without pay and the ability 
to care for their families? I think not, 
and I believe the American people 
would agree on the unfairness of this 
proposal. 

A greater concern is that the Sec-
retary of Homeland Security has 
warned us that not having an appro-
priation for 2015 is threatening our na-
tional security. Without a full year’s 
budget, the Department is limited in 
its ability to advance the Secretary’s 
unity of effort initiative to improve 
interagency coordination, making it 
more effective in achieving its security 
missions. It limits the Secretary’s abil-
ity to implement aggressively his 
Southern Border and Approaches Cam-
paign, and it creates uncertainty re-
garding ICE’s ability to transfer unac-
companied children to HHS for humane 
treatment and its capacity to detain 
and deport dangerous criminals. 

Operating under the lower alloca-
tions and uncertainty of a continuing 
resolution also has the potential of de-
laying and, ultimately, increasing the 
cost of needed procurements, including 
the acquisition of the Coast Guard’s 
eighth National Security Cutter and 
badly needed security upgrades at the 

White House complex to prevent fence 
jumper intrusions. 

The refusal of the Republican leader-
ship to bring a clean Homeland Secu-
rity appropriations bill for a vote 
delays the hiring of Secret Service per-
sonnel and the issuing of terrorism pre-
paredness and response grants for 
State and local governments. This 
jeopardizes our first responders and 
other public safety personnel from 
being fully prepared when responding 
to a terrorist attack or to a natural 
disaster. 

While I do not question the 
prioritization of my colleagues in pro-
tecting our country, I do worry that 
some fail to appreciate fully the nega-
tive impact of inappropriately using 
the 2015 DHS appropriations bill as le-
verage to reverse the President’s exec-
utive actions on immigration policy. If 
my Republican colleagues believe the 
President has overreached, then the 
Constitution provides them a path of 
action through the authorizing com-
mittees rather than through an appro-
priations bill. 

Mr. Speaker, when we are increas-
ingly faced with the possibility of ter-
rorist threats, I urge the Republican 
leadership to let this House vote on the 
clean, bipartisan, bicameral 2015 Home-
land Security appropriations bill, 
which was negotiated in good faith last 
November. This bill will pass the House 
and the Senate, and it will be signed by 
the President, enabling our Depart-
ment of Homeland Security to con-
tinue to protect our country from 
harm. To do otherwise is a failure in 
our most basic responsibility as Mem-
bers of Congress. 

f 

DECLASSIFY 28 PAGES OF JOINT 
INQUIRY REPORT OF 9/11 ATTACKS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
North Carolina (Mr. JONES) for 5 min-
utes. 
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Mr. JONES. Mr. Speaker, in the last 

couple of weeks, the effort to declassify 
the 28 pages of the Joint Inquiry Re-
port into the 9/11 attacks has received 
a lot of media attention, mainly be-
cause of Zacarias Moussaoui’s recent 
comments exposing the financial link 
between the Saudi royal family and al 
Qaeda. 

In 2002, the Senate Select Committee 
on Intelligence, chaired by Senator Bob 
Graham, and the House Committee on 
Intelligence, chaired by Congressman 
Porter Goss, released the Joint Inquiry 
report into the 9/11 attacks. In a polit-
ical move, the Bush administration 
then classified 28 pages of the report 
even though the contents of those 28 
pages posed no national security risk 
to the United States. Rather, the con-
tents of those 28 pages are probably 
embarrassing for the Bush administra-
tion. Senator Graham has repeatedly 
called for the 28 pages to be declas-
sified as a result. 

I have read the 28 pages and cannot 
divulge what is in them, but I can say 
that the contents deal with relation-
ships. Senator Graham has openly said 
that the 28 pages deal with the Bush 
administration’s relationships with the 
Saudis. My colleagues Congressman 
STEPHEN LYNCH from Massachusetts 
and Congressman THOMAS MASSIE from 
Kentucky, who have also read the 28 
pages, have joined me in introducing H. 
Res. 14, to urge the President to keep 
his word to the 9/11 families and declas-
sify the 28 pages, which he could do 
with a stroke of a pen. 

The movement to declassify the 28 
pages is picking up momentum. Just 
last week, former Speaker of the House 
of Representatives Newt Gingrich 
tweeted his support for declassifying 
the 28 pages to 1.5 million of his fol-
lowers. All of the principal players in 
producing the reports on the 9/11 at-
tacks have called for the declassifica-
tion of the 28 pages—Senator Bob Gra-
ham, Senator RICHARD SHELBY, Con-
gressman Porter Goss, Congressman 
Tom Kean, and Congressman Lee Ham-
ilton. I urge my colleagues to submit 
to the House Intelligence Committee a 
request to read the 28 pages and to join 
me, Congressman LYNCH, and Congress-
man MASSIE in supporting H. Res. 14 as 
a cosponsor. 

Mr. Speaker, it is time that the 28 
pages are declassified. The 9/11 families 
have a right to this information in the 
28 pages, and the American people de-
serve to know the truth about what 
caused the 9/11 attacks. For more infor-
mation on this effort to declassify the 
28 pages, visit 28pages.org. 

May God continue to bless America, 
and may God continue to bless our men 
and women in uniform. 

f 

SCHOOL BREAKFAST PROGRAM 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Massachusetts (Mr. MCGOVERN) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. MCGOVERN. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
to highlight two important new reports 

released today by the Food Research 
and Action Center, or FRAC, on the 
School Breakfast Program. FRAC’s re-
ports—the School Breakfast Scorecard, 
and School Breakfast: Making it Work 
in Large School Districts—show that 
we have made progress in expanding 
access to school breakfast but that 
work remains to be done. 

During the 2013–2014 school year, 11.2 
million students received a healthy 
school breakfast on the average school-
day. That is an average of 320,000 more 
students per day who received school 
breakfasts than the year before. The 
reports show that more students than 
ever are participating in the School 
Breakfast Program and are receiving 
healthy breakfasts on schooldays. We 
have made real progress in making 
sure that students who are eligible re-
ceive breakfast. The School Breakfast 
Program, along with the National 
School Lunch Program, are critically 
important antihunger programs that 
ensure that our most vulnerable chil-
dren don’t go hungry. 

Mr. Speaker, there is truth to the old 
adage that breakfast is the most im-
portant meal of the day. Research 
shows that students who eat healthy 
breakfasts have improved test scores, 
miss fewer days of school, and make 
fewer trips to the nurse’s office; but for 
many students, they begin their 
schooldays on an empty stomach, with 
the last meal eaten having been yester-
day’s school lunch. Monday mornings 
are especially difficult for students 
from families who are struggling to put 
food on their tables at home. They may 
have gone the entire weekend without 
eating a full or a balanced meal. Re-
cent data from the Census Bureau show 
that one in five children received 
SNAP, or food stamp benefits, last 
year. Too many of our children don’t 
know where their next meals will come 
from, making the meals they count on 
in school all the more important. 

Our economy is still recovering from 
the Great Recession, and economic 
gains are uneven, especially among 
low-income families. Too many fami-
lies are still operating with tight fam-
ily budgets and are struggling to pay 
the bills and to put enough nutritious 
food on the table. I am sure that all of 
us can relate to the hectic morning 
rush to get kids and parents out the 
door on time in the mornings, espe-
cially when both parents are working 
to try to make ends meet. 

Mr. Speaker, one of the best at-
tributes of the School Breakfast Pro-
gram is the flexibility the schools have 
to design programs that work for their 
own students and their own schools. 
The FRAC reports highlight a number 
of ways that school districts have suc-
cessfully made the School Breakfast 
Program work for them: 

Some schools have breakfast in the 
classroom, where the students can eat 
healthy breakfasts at their desks while 
getting ready for the day. School dis-
tricts with a high proportion of low-in-
come students can qualify for a com-

munity eligibility provision, by which 
all students in the school can receive 
free breakfasts and lunches. Still other 
schools serve a traditional breakfast in 
the cafeteria at the start of the day. 

Regardless of the model used, the 
School Breakfast Program ensures that 
students, especially low-income stu-
dents, are ready to learn and aren’t dis-
tracted by hunger. 

The Healthy, Hunger-Free Kids Act 
of 2010 provided many important up-
dates to the School Breakfast Pro-
gram, including improving nutrition 
standards. Last year was the first year 
that the new nutrition standards were 
in place. Despite some of the buzz 
about students not liking the new 
meals, more students are participating 
in the School Breakfast Program than 
ever before. Not only are more students 
eating breakfast, but they are eating a 
healthier breakfast. 

Mr. Speaker, investing in our chil-
dren by making sure they don’t go hun-
gry and by providing them with a 
world-class education is the best down-
payment we can make for our future 
economic success. As this Congress be-
gins the process of reauthorizing the 
school nutrition programs, we must 
continue to build upon the gains and 
participation and improvements in nu-
trition standards that we have made in 
the School Breakfast Program. It 
would be foolish to roll back nutrition 
standards just because special interests 
or some students don’t like them. 

Today’s FRAC reports show that we 
are doing a better job in making sure 
that kids start their day with a 
healthy breakfast but that there is 
more work to be done. For every 100 
kids who receive free school lunches, 
only 53 receive school breakfasts. We 
must do more to expand the School 
Breakfast Program and increase par-
ticipation so that all students who 
qualify for free and reduced priced 
lunches have the opportunity to re-
ceive healthy school breakfasts. 

b 1215 
Mr. Speaker, we can and should do 

more to end hunger now, and expand-
ing and strengthening the School 
Breakfast Program is an important 
step in that direction. 

f 

HONORING THE LIFE OF ERLE 
EDWARDS BARHAM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Louisiana (Mr. Abraham) for 5 min-
utes. 

Mr. ABRAHAM. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to celebrate the life of Erle 
Edwards Barham, a man who dedicated 
his life to public service in northeast 
Louisiana. 

Edwards tragically passed away in 
October. His memory will carry on 
with his family and friends, and the ag-
ricultural community will honor him 
in March as the newest inductee to the 
Louisiana Agriculture Hall of Distinc-
tion. If you look at his life’s work, it is 
easy to see why. 
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Edwards grew up in Oak Ridge and 

held degrees from Louisiana State Uni-
versity and the University of Louisiana 
at Monroe. He farmed cotton, rice, soy-
beans, and corn in the fields of Lou-
isiana and Mississippi, sowing the ini-
tial seeds that would grow into his leg-
acy as a truly great agricultural lead-
er. 

His contributions to the agriculture 
community include service in the Lou-
isiana Cotton Producers Association 
and the Northeast Louisiana Rice 
Growers Association. He founded Fly-
ing Tiger Aviation, one of the Nation’s 
premier agriculture flight schools, 
which provides an invaluable service to 
my district, one of the largest row crop 
districts in the Nation. 

Edwards left his mark on Louisiana 
history as well. In 1975, he became the 
first Republican in modern times to be 
elected to the State senate, a position 
he pursued so he could create a better 
life for all Louisianans. 

Edwards valued education. He served 
on the Louisiana Board of Regents, the 
University of Louisiana System Board 
of Supervisors, and the Louisiana Com-
munity and Technical College System 
Board of Supervisors. 

Edwards and his wife, Bennie Berry 
Barham, were married for 56 years. 
They had four children: the late Ben 
Edwards Barham, II; Erle West 
Barham; Robert Berry Barham; and 
Amy Barham Westbrook. He was also 
loved by a number of grandchildren and 
nieces and nephews. 

Mr. Speaker, Louisiana is a better 
place today because of the contribu-
tions that Edwards Barham made to 
our community. I am honored to have 
called him a friend, and I know he will 
be greatly missed. 

f 

HOUSE VOTE ON KEYSTONE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair recognizes the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. THOMPSON) for 5 
minutes. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, on Wednesday, the House 
of Representatives is expected to vote 
on Senate-passed legislation—some-
thing that has already passed out of 
the House—that would immediately 
authorize the construction and oper-
ation of the Keystone XL pipeline. 

For the past 6 years, President 
Obama has hidden behind political mo-
tives to delay a decision on the pipe-
line. While this administration has 
continued to engage in partisan poli-
tics, the American people have missed 
out on lower energy costs, thousands of 
new jobs, billions of new tax revenue, 
and a heightened level of energy secu-
rity that would have been created by 
the pipeline’s approval. 

As the father of an Army soldier who 
was wounded in the Middle East, I be-
lieve that we should do everything we 
can to end dependence on Middle East 
energy. 

This isn’t about whether President 
Obama wins or loses. This is about 

doing what is right for the American 
people. The Keystone project is about 
ensuring a reliable energy source from 
our allies to the north—Canada—while 
creating tens of thousands of American 
jobs in the process. Approving the Key-
stone XL will also help to substantially 
reduce our imports from overseas. 

Later this week, the President will 
have an opportunity to put politics 
aside, show real leadership, and sign 
the Keystone XL pipeline into law. Un-
fortunately, a veto threat still looms. 

Mr. Speaker, this country needs a re-
sponsible, affordable, and reliable en-
ergy supply. The American people de-
serve as much. The approval of the 
Keystone XL pipeline is a great first 
step. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until 2 
p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 19 
minutes p.m.), the House stood in re-
cess. 

f 

b 1400 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. HILL) at 2 p.m. 

f 

PRAYER 

The Chaplain, the Reverend Patrick 
J. Conroy, offered the following prayer: 

Loving and gracious God, we give 
You thanks for giving us another day. 

Help us this day to draw closer to 
You so that, with Your spirit and 
aware of Your presence among us, we 
may all face the tasks of this day with 
grace and confidence. 

Bless the Members of the people’s 
House as they return from their home 
districts. 

May these decisive days through 
which we are living make them gen-
uine enough to maintain their integ-
rity, great enough to be humble, good 
enough to keep their faith, always re-
garding public office as a sacred trust. 
Give them the wisdom and the courage 
to fail not their fellow citizens nor 
You. 

May all that is done this day be for 
Your greater honor and glory. 

Amen. 
f 

THE JOURNAL 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
Chair has examined the Journal of the 
last day’s proceedings and announces 
to the House his approval thereof. 

Pursuant to clause 1, rule I, the Jour-
nal stands approved. 

f 

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the 
gentleman from Michigan (Mr. KILDEE) 

come forward and lead the House in the 
Pledge of Allegiance. 

Mr. KILDEE led the Pledge of Alle-
giance as follows: 

I pledge allegiance to the Flag of the 
United States of America, and to the Repub-
lic for which it stands, one nation under God, 
indivisible, with liberty and justice for all. 

f 

AMERICAN-GERMAN RELATIONS 
(Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania 

asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute and to re-
vise and extend his remarks.) 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. Speaker, as cochair of the German- 
American Caucus, I rise to highlight 
this important juncture in European 
security strategy, the shared economic 
opportunities, and the future pros-
perity of both nations. 

Yesterday, German Chancellor An-
gela Merkel visited the United States 
for bilateral meetings with the Obama 
administration. While the primary 
topic was mutual security, the visit 
also afforded an opportunity to display 
the strong ties between our two great 
countries. 

This relationship is immediately 
visible through the thousands of busi-
nesses, on both sides of the Atlantic, 
which provide employment and help 
support local economies. As two of the 
world’s largest economies, opportuni-
ties for trade and investment are plen-
tiful. Annually, hundreds of thousands 
of tourists from our respective nations 
travel to experience the landmarks, 
culture, and elements that define both 
as nations. 

Mr. Speaker, I know that I speak for 
many of my colleagues when I say that 
Chancellor Merkel’s visit was certainly 
welcomed, and we look forward to 
building on our relationship. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY FUNDING 

(Mr. KILDEE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. KILDEE. Mr. Speaker, there are 
only 18 days left until the Department 
of Homeland Security runs out of 
money and shuts down on February 28. 

The Republican leadership, unfortu-
nately, is still wasting time in this 
body in their appealing to the extrem-
ists within their party rather than ad-
dressing these important challenges 
that our country faces. The Repub-
licans’ extreme anti-immigration DHS 
funding bill is dead on arrival in the 
Senate, as they know. Border security 
experts have referred to the bill as in-
effective, not serious, and dangerous 
for our Nation’s security. Instead of 
coming together with Democrats in a 
bipartisan fashion to address the DHS 
funding issue and ensure the security 
of American families, we continue to 
see the House squander time, moving 
even further to the right in order to ap-
pease the most extreme voices. 

At some point in time, Mr. Speaker, 
we have to end the politics and get 
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CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — HOUSEH872 February 10, 2015 
down to the business of the American 
people. Please, please join Democrats 
and Republicans to protect the Amer-
ican people and fund the Department of 
Homeland Security immediately. Then 
we can focus on middle class econom-
ics, which can create bigger paychecks 
for all Americans and build new infra-
structure, and we can get back to the 
work of the American people. 

f 

MAKING PERMANENT THE CON-
SERVATION EASEMENT TAX IN-
CENTIVE 

(Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania 
asked and was given permission to ad-
dress the House for 1 minute.) 

Mr. COSTELLO of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise today because this 
House has an important job to finish, 
one that involves providing some cer-
tainty for our family farmers and prop-
erty owners at all income levels. It is 
the conservation easement legislation, 
which will make the incentive perma-
nent. It was sponsored in past sessions 
by over 300 Members of this House and 
by many Members in the Senate. 

The conservation easement incentive 
has enabled property owners across the 
country to voluntarily preserve their 
land. In some cases, the availability of 
the tax credit means the difference be-
tween keeping a family farm or selling 
it. In my time as township supervisor 
and as county commissioner in Chester 
County, one of my top priorities was 
preserving farmland and natural re-
sources, but it required the collabora-
tion and the financial wherewithal of 
the landowner. The conservation ease-
ment legislation that we seek to make 
permanent will enable more of that to 
happen. 

Organizations in my district, like the 
Berks County Conservancy, the Nat-
ural Lands Trust, the Brandywine Con-
servancy, and the French and Pick-
ering Creeks Conservation Trust, have 
all been very, very helpful in making 
Berks, Chester, Lebanon, and Mont-
gomery Counties great places to live 
and raise a family. Families cannot 
make long-term decisions with short- 
term extensions about what is probably 
their most important, valuable assets. 
So let’s finish our job, Mr. Speaker, 
and commit to making this the year we 
make permanent the Federal conserva-
tion easement tax incentive. 

f 

STEM GATEWAYS ACT 

(Mr. KENNEDY asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. KENNEDY. Mr. Speaker, our 
country’s economic forecast continues 
to improve, which is a good thing, but 
we do risk leaving far too many people 
behind as we come out of a recession. 
That is an issue for us all. 

STEM education—science, tech-
nology, engineering, and mathe-
matics—is a critical vehicle in making 
sure that all Americans have access to 

the economic gains that will power our 
country for the next generation. Over 
the next 10 years, STEM jobs will grow 
at normally double the rate of non- 
STEM jobs, and at all levels of edu-
cation, STEM careers earn about 11 
percent higher wages compared to their 
counterparts in other jobs. 

Mr. Speaker, this is an enormous op-
portunity, but, to date, our efforts 
around STEM education have left huge 
segments of our population behind. 
Combined, Hispanics and African 
Americans only occupy about 13 per-
cent of all STEM jobs. While women 
make up nearly half of the workforce 
overall, only 26 percent of STEM jobs 
are held by women. In 2013, there were 
11 States in which not a single African 
American student took a computer 
science advanced placement test, and 
there were eight States in which no 
Hispanic students did and three States 
in which no women did. 

Mr. Speaker, this is a challenge for 
us all. With this in mind, I rise, along 
with Representative TONKO and Sen-
ator GILLIBRAND, to introduce the 
STEM Gateways Act, which will try to 
make sure that access to the jobs of to-
morrow is spread to all Americans. 

f 

OPPORTUNITY ECONOMY 

(Ms. FOXX asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. FOXX. Mr. Speaker, the first 
month of the 114th Congress has been a 
busy one as House Republicans have 
gotten right to work in tackling the 
difficult issues facing the Nation. 

We started off the new year by pass-
ing two pieces of bipartisan legislation 
designed to minimize the consequences 
caused by ObamaCare. We also ap-
proved three bills that will help us on 
our way to energy independence and 
that will increase access to affordable 
North American oil. The House acted 
swiftly to defund in their entirety the 
President’s executive actions on illegal 
aliens, and we passed legislation that 
would ensure that veterans who may be 
struggling will have access to the men-
tal health care services and support 
they need. 

While House Republicans have ac-
complished a great deal in a relatively 
short time, there is still much work to 
do. We are focused on growing our 
economy from the ground up, not from 
the top down, to help get people back 
to work and restore opportunity for ev-
eryone. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY FUNDING 

(Mr. CICILLINE asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Mr. CICILLINE. Mr. Speaker, every 
single day, our national security per-
sonnel work tirelessly to protect Amer-
icans from harm. At a time of renewed 
threats from ISIS around the world and 
with the recent attacks in France, 

these men and women have done the 
tremendous job of keeping our country 
safe; but unless Congress acts in 17 
days, the Department of Homeland Se-
curity will run out of funding. 

Homeland Security Secretary Jeh 
Johnson has warned that 30,000 Home-
land Security workers will be fur-
loughed, and the rest will be forced to 
work without pay. Is this really how 
our government should treat its em-
ployees on the front line of our na-
tional security system? 

In an effort to roll back President 
Obama’s executive action on immigra-
tion, House Republicans have attached 
toxic policy riders to their Department 
of Homeland Security bill. The Repub-
lican-controlled Senate has rejected 
this bill three times, but rather than 
taking up clean legislation to provide 
our frontline personnel with the re-
sources they need to protect our coun-
try, they instead are attaching all of 
these toxic riders. 

House Republicans continue to play 
political games with our national secu-
rity. I call on my colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle to stop putting 
politics ahead of the safety of Amer-
ican families and fund the Department 
of Homeland Security immediately. 

f 

DEPARTMENT OF HOMELAND 
SECURITY FUNDING 

(Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of 
New York asked and was given permis-
sion to address the House for 1 minute.) 

Mrs. CAROLYN B. MALONEY of New 
York. Mr. Speaker, a million jobs were 
created in the last 3 months; the deficit 
is down, and the stock market is up; 
but instead of building on this 
progress, the Republican Party is again 
threatening a partial government shut-
down. This time, it is the Department 
of Homeland Security. We don’t have 
many days left. 

Why? Because the anti-immigrant 
fringe of the majority party disagrees 
with the President’s decision to ad-
dress our broken immigration system. 
If they don’t get their way, they would 
stop paying our Border Patrol agents, 
stop paying our TSA security screeners 
at airports, stop paying the Coast 
Guard and Secret Service. The men and 
women who work to keep us secure 
would have to worry about how they 
would feed their families instead of 
protecting our country. 

This is dangerous to our security and 
to our economy. I urge my colleagues 
to let common sense prevail and pass a 
clean Department of Homeland Secu-
rity bill. The American people deserve 
their security. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 
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OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, DC, February 9, 2015. 

Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker, U.S. Capitol, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
February 9, 2015 at 1:15 p.m.: 

Appointment: 
United States Senate Caucus on Inter-

national Narcotics Control. 
With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 

f 

COMMUNICATION FROM THE 
CLERK OF THE HOUSE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following commu-
nication from the Clerk of the House of 
Representatives: 

OFFICE OF THE CLERK, 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, February 10, 2015. 
Hon. JOHN A. BOEHNER, 
Speaker, U.S. Capitol, 
House of Representatives, Washington, DC. 

DEAR MR. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the per-
mission granted in Clause 2(h) of Rule II of 
the Rules of the U.S. House of Representa-
tives, the Clerk received the following mes-
sage from the Secretary of the Senate on 
February 10, 2015 at 11:39 a.m.: 

Appointment: 
Washington’s Farewell Address. 
With best wishes, I am 

Sincerely, 
KAREN L. HAAS. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 4:30 p.m. today. 

Accordingly (at 2 o’clock and 14 min-
utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 

f 

b 1634 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. CARTER of Georgia) at 4 
o’clock and 34 minutes p.m. 

f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, the Chair 
will postpone further proceedings 
today on motions to suspend the rules 
on which a recorded vote or the yeas 
and nays are ordered, or on which the 
vote incurs objection under clause 6 of 
rule XX. 

Record votes on postponed questions 
will be taken later. 

f 

NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND 
SPACE ADMINISTRATION AU-
THORIZATION ACT OF 2015 

Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, I move 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill 

(H.R. 810) to authorize the programs of 
the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 810 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE; TABLE OF CONTENTS. 

(a) SHORT TITLE.—This Act may be cited as 
the ‘‘National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration Authorization Act of 2015’’. 

(b) TABLE OF CONTENTS.—The table of con-
tents for this Act is as follows: 

Sec. 1. Short title; table of contents. 
Sec. 2. Definitions. 

TITLE I—AUTHORIZATION OF 
APPROPRIATIONS 

Sec. 101. Fiscal year 2015. 

TITLE II—HUMAN SPACE FLIGHT 

Subtitle A—Exploration 

Sec. 201. Space exploration policy. 
Sec. 202. Stepping stone approach to explo-

ration. 
Sec. 203. Space Launch System. 
Sec. 204. Orion crew capsule. 
Sec. 205. Space radiation. 
Sec. 206. Planetary protection for human ex-

ploration missions. 

Subtitle B—Space Operations 

Sec. 211. International Space Station. 
Sec. 212. Barriers impeding enhanced utili-

zation of the ISS’s National 
Laboratory by commercial 
companies. 

Sec. 213. Utilization of International Space 
Station for science missions. 

Sec. 214. International Space Station cargo 
resupply services lessons 
learned. 

Sec. 215. Commercial crew program. 
Sec. 216. Space communications. 

TITLE III—SCIENCE 

Subtitle A—General 

Sec. 301. Science portfolio. 
Sec. 302. Radioisotope power systems. 
Sec. 303. Congressional declaration of policy 

and purpose. 
Sec. 304. University class science missions. 
Sec. 305. Assessment of science mission ex-

tensions. 

Subtitle B—Astrophysics 

Sec. 311. Decadal cadence. 
Sec. 312. Extrasolar planet exploration 

strategy. 
Sec. 313. James Webb Space Telescope. 
Sec. 314. National Reconnaissance Office tel-

escope donation. 
Sec. 315. Wide-Field Infrared Survey Tele-

scope. 
Sec. 316. Stratospheric Observatory for In-

frared Astronomy. 

Subtitle C—Planetary Science 

Sec. 321. Decadal cadence. 
Sec. 322. Near-Earth objects. 
Sec. 323. Near-Earth objects public-private 

partnerships. 
Sec. 324. Research on near-earth object tsu-

nami effects. 
Sec. 325. Astrobiology strategy. 
Sec. 326. Astrobiology public-private part-

nerships. 
Sec. 327. Assessment of Mars architecture. 

Subtitle D—Heliophysics 

Sec. 331. Decadal cadence. 
Sec. 332. Review of space weather. 

Subtitle E—Earth Science 

Sec. 341. Goal. 
Sec. 342. Decadal cadence. 

Sec. 343. Venture class missions. 
Sec. 344. Assessment. 

TITLE IV—AERONAUTICS 
Sec. 401. Sense of Congress. 
Sec. 402. Aeronautics research goals. 
Sec. 403. Unmanned aerial systems research 

and development. 
Sec. 404. Research program on composite 

materials used in aeronautics. 
Sec. 405. Hypersonic research. 
Sec. 406. Supersonic research. 
Sec. 407. Research on NextGen airspace 

management concepts and 
tools. 

Sec. 408. Rotorcraft research. 
Sec. 409. Transformative aeronautics re-

search. 
Sec. 410. Study of United States leadership 

in aeronautics research. 
TITLE V—SPACE TECHNOLOGY 

Sec. 501. Sense of Congress. 
Sec. 502. Space Technology Program. 
Sec. 503. Utilization of the International 

Space Station for technology 
demonstrations. 

TITLE VI—EDUCATION 
Sec. 601. Education. 
Sec. 602. Independent review of the National 

Space Grant College and Fel-
lowship Program. 

Sec. 603. Sense of Congress. 
TITLE VII—POLICY PROVISIONS 

Sec. 701. Asteroid Retrieval Mission. 
Sec. 702. Termination liability sense of Con-

gress. 
Sec. 703. Baseline and cost controls. 
Sec. 704. Project and program reserves. 
Sec. 705. Independent reviews. 
Sec. 706. Commercial technology transfer 

program. 
Sec. 707. National Aeronautics and Space 

Administration Advisory Coun-
cil. 

Sec. 708. Cost estimation. 
Sec. 709. Avoiding organizational conflicts 

of interest in major Adminis-
tration acquisition programs. 

Sec. 710. Facilities and infrastructure. 
Sec. 711. Detection and avoidance of coun-

terfeit electronic parts. 
Sec. 712. Space Act Agreements. 
Sec. 713. Human spaceflight accident inves-

tigations. 
Sec. 714. Fullest commercial use of space. 
Sec. 715. Orbital debris. 
Sec. 716. Review of orbital debris removal 

concepts. 
Sec. 717. Use of operational commercial sub-

orbital vehicles for research, 
development, and education. 

Sec. 718. Fundamental space life and phys-
ical sciences research. 

Sec. 719. Restoring commitment to engi-
neering research. 

Sec. 720. Liquid rocket engine development 
program. 

Sec. 721. Remote satellite servicing dem-
onstrations. 

Sec. 722. Information technology govern-
ance. 

Sec. 723. Strengthening Administration se-
curity. 

Sec. 724. Prohibition on use of funds for con-
tractors that have committed 
fraud or other crimes. 

Sec. 725. Protection of Apollo landing sites. 
Sec. 726. Astronaut occupational healthcare. 
Sec. 727. Sense of Congress on access to ob-

servational data sets. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) ADMINISTRATION.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

tration’’ means the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration. 

(2) ADMINISTRATOR.—The term ‘‘Adminis-
trator’’ means the Administrator of the Ad-
ministration. 
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(3) ORION CREW CAPSULE.—The term ‘‘Orion 

crew capsule’’ means the multipurpose crew 
vehicle described in section 303 of the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion Authorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 
18323). 

(4) SPACE ACT AGREEMENT.—The term 
‘‘Space Act Agreement’’ means an agreement 
created under the authority to enter into 
‘‘other transactions’’ under section 20113(e) 
of title 51, United States Code. 

(5) SPACE LAUNCH SYSTEM.—The term 
‘‘Space Launch System’’ means the follow-on 
Government-owned civil launch system de-
veloped, managed, and operated by the Ad-
ministration to serve as a key component to 
expand human presence beyond low-Earth 
orbit, as described in section 302 of the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion Authorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 
18322). 

TITLE I—AUTHORIZATION OF 
APPROPRIATIONS 

SEC. 101. FISCAL YEAR 2015. 
There are authorized to be appropriated to 

the Administration for fiscal year 2015 
$18,010,200,000 as follows: 

(1) For Space Exploration, $4,356,700,000, of 
which— 

(A) $1,700,000,000 shall be for the Space 
Launch System; 

(B) $351,300,000 shall be for Exploration 
Ground Systems; 

(C) $1,194,000,000 shall be for the Orion crew 
capsule; 

(D) $306,400,000 shall be for Exploration Re-
search and Development; and 

(E) $805,000,000 shall be for Commercial 
Crew Development activities. 

(2) For Space Operations, $3,827,800,000. 
(3) For Science, $5,244,700,000, of which— 
(A) $1,772,500,000 shall be for Earth Science; 
(B) $1,437,800,000 shall be for Planetary 

Science, with up to $30,000,000 for the 
Astrobiology Institute; 

(C) $684,800,000 shall be for Astrophysics; 
(D) $645,400,000 shall be for the James Webb 

Space Telescope; 
(E) $662,200,000 shall be for Heliophysics; 

and 
(F) $42,000,000 shall be for Education. 
(4) For Aeronautics, $651,000,000. 
(5) For Space Technology, $596,000,000. 
(6) For Education, $119,000,000. 
(7) For Safety, Security, and Mission Serv-

ices, $2,758,900,000. 
(8) For Construction and Environmental 

Compliance and Restoration, $419,100,000. 
(9) For Inspector General, $37,000,000. 

TITLE II—HUMAN SPACE FLIGHT 
Subtitle A—Exploration 

SEC. 201. SPACE EXPLORATION POLICY. 
(a) POLICY.—Human exploration deeper 

into the solar system shall be a core mission 
of the Administration. It is the policy of the 
United States that the goal of the Adminis-
tration’s exploration program shall be to 
successfully conduct a crewed mission to the 
surface of Mars to begin human exploration 
of that planet. The use of the surface of the 
Moon, cis-lunar space, near-Earth asteroids, 
Lagrangian points, and Martian moons may 
be pursued provided they are properly incor-
porated into the Human Exploration Road-
map described in section 70504 of title 51, 
United States Code. 

(b) VISION FOR SPACE EXPLORATION.—Sec-
tion 20302 of title 51, United States Code, is 
amended by adding at the end the following: 

‘‘(c) DEFINITIONS.—In this section: 
‘‘(1) ORION CREW CAPSULE.—The term ‘Orion 

crew capsule’ means the multipurpose crew 
vehicle described in section 303 of the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion Authorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 
18323). 

‘‘(2) SPACE LAUNCH SYSTEM.—The term 
‘Space Launch System’ means the follow-on 
Government-owned civil launch system de-
veloped, managed, and operated by the Ad-
ministration to serve as a key component to 
expand human presence beyond low-Earth 
orbit, as described in section 302 of the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion Authorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 
18322).’’. 

(c) KEY OBJECTIVES.—Section 202(b) of the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion Authorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 
18312(b)) is amended— 

(1) in paragraph (3), by striking ‘‘and’’ 
after the semicolon; 

(2) in paragraph (4), by striking the period 
at the end and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(3) by adding at the end the following: 
‘‘(5) to accelerate the development of capa-

bilities to enable a human exploration mis-
sion to the surface of Mars and beyond 
through the prioritization of those tech-
nologies and capabilities best suited for such 
a mission in accordance with the Human Ex-
ploration Roadmap under section 70504 of 
title 51, United States Code.’’. 

(d) USE OF NON-UNITED STATES HUMAN 
SPACE FLIGHT TRANSPORTATION CAPABILI-
TIES.—Section 201(a) of the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration Author-
ization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 18311(a)) is 
amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(a) USE OF NON-UNITED STATES HUMAN 
SPACE FLIGHT TRANSPORTATION CAPABILI-
TIES.— 

‘‘(1) IN GENERAL.—NASA may not obtain 
non-United States human space flight capa-
bilities unless no domestic commercial or 
public-private partnership provider that the 
Administrator has determined to meet safe-
ty and affordability requirements estab-
lished by NASA for the transport of its as-
tronauts is available to provide such capa-
bilities. 

‘‘(2) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sub-
section, the term ‘domestic commercial pro-
vider’ means a person providing space trans-
portation services or other space-related ac-
tivities, the majority control of which is 
held by persons other than a Federal, State, 
local, or foreign government, foreign com-
pany, or foreign national.’’. 

(e) REPEAL OF SPACE SHUTTLE CAPABILITY 
ASSURANCE.—Section 203 of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration Au-
thorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 18313) is 
amended— 

(1) by striking subsection (b); 
(2) in subsection (d), by striking ‘‘sub-

section (c)’’ and inserting ‘‘subsection (b)’’; 
and 

(3) by redesignating subsections (c) and (d) 
as subsections (b) and (c), respectively. 
SEC. 202. STEPPING STONE APPROACH TO EX-

PLORATION. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—Section 70504 of title 51, 

United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘§ 70504. Stepping stone approach to explo-

ration 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—In order to maximize 

the cost effectiveness of the long-term space 
exploration and utilization activities of the 
United States, the Administrator shall di-
rect the Human Exploration and Operations 
Mission Directorate, or its successor divi-
sion, to develop a Human Exploration Road-
map to define the specific capabilities and 
technologies necessary to extend human 
presence to the surface of Mars and the sets 
and sequences of missions required to dem-
onstrate such capabilities and technologies. 

‘‘(b) INTERNATIONAL PARTICIPATION.—The 
President should invite the United States 
partners in the International Space Station 
program and other nations, as appropriate, 

to participate in an international initiative 
under the leadership of the United States to 
achieve the goal of successfully conducting a 
crewed mission to the surface of Mars. 

‘‘(c) ROADMAP REQUIREMENTS.—In devel-
oping the Human Exploration Roadmap, the 
Administrator shall— 

‘‘(1) include the specific set of capabilities 
and technologies that contribute to extend-
ing human presence to the surface of Mars 
and the sets and sequences of missions nec-
essary to demonstrate the proficiency of 
these capabilities and technologies with an 
emphasis on using or not using the Inter-
national Space Station, lunar landings, cis- 
lunar space, trans-lunar space, Lagrangian 
points, and the natural satellites of Mars, 
Phobos and Deimos, as testbeds, as nec-
essary, and shall include the most appro-
priate process for developing such capabili-
ties and technologies; 

‘‘(2) include information on the phasing of 
planned intermediate destinations, Mars 
mission risk areas and potential risk mitiga-
tion approaches, technology requirements 
and phasing of required technology develop-
ment activities, the management strategy to 
be followed, related International Space Sta-
tion activities, and planned international 
collaborative activities, potential commer-
cial contributions, and other activities rel-
evant to the achievement of the goal estab-
lished in section 201(a) of the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration Author-
ization Act of 2015; 

‘‘(3) describe those technologies already 
under development across the Federal Gov-
ernment or by nongovernment entities which 
meet or exceed the needs described in para-
graph (1); 

‘‘(4) provide a specific process for the evo-
lution of the capabilities of the fully inte-
grated Orion crew capsule with the Space 
Launch System and how these systems dem-
onstrate the capabilities and technologies 
described in paragraph (1); 

‘‘(5) provide a description of the capabili-
ties and technologies that need to be dem-
onstrated or research data that could be 
gained through the utilization of the Inter-
national Space Station and the status of the 
development of such capabilities and tech-
nologies; 

‘‘(6) describe a framework for international 
cooperation in the development of all tech-
nologies and capabilities required in this sec-
tion, as well as an assessment of the risks 
posed by relying on international partners 
for capabilities and technologies on the crit-
ical path of development; 

‘‘(7) describe a process for utilizing non-
governmental entities for future human ex-
ploration beyond lunar landings and cis- 
lunar space and specify what, if any, synergy 
could be gained from— 

‘‘(A) partnerships using Space Act Agree-
ments (as defined in section 2 of the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration Au-
thorization Act of 2015); or 

‘‘(B) other acquisition instruments; 
‘‘(8) include in the Human Exploration 

Roadmap an addendum from the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration Advi-
sory Council, and an addendum from the 
Aerospace Safety Advisory Panel, each with 
a statement of review of the Human Explo-
ration Roadmap that shall include— 

‘‘(A) subjects of agreement; 
‘‘(B) areas of concern; and 
‘‘(C) recommendations; and 
‘‘(9) include in the Human Exploration 

Roadmap an examination of the benefits of 
utilizing current Administration launch fa-
cilities for trans-lunar missions. 

‘‘(d) UPDATES.—The Administrator shall 
update such Human Exploration Roadmap as 
needed but no less frequently than every 2 
years and include it in the budget for that 
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fiscal year transmitted to Congress under 
section 1105(a) of title 31, and describe— 

‘‘(1) the achievements and goals reached in 
the process of developing such capabilities 
and technologies during the 2-year period 
prior to the submission of the update to Con-
gress; and 

‘‘(2) the expected goals and achievements 
in the following 2-year period. 

‘‘(e) DEFINITIONS.—In this section, the 
terms ‘Orion crew capsule’ and ‘Space 
Launch System’ have the meanings given 
such terms in section 20302.’’. 

(b) REPORT.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 180 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall transmit a copy of the 
Human Exploration Roadmap developed 
under section 70504 of title 51, United States 
Code, to the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate. 

(2) UPDATES.—The Administrator shall 
transmit a copy of each updated Human Ex-
ploration Roadmap to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate not later than 7 days after such 
Human Exploration Roadmap is updated. 
SEC. 203. SPACE LAUNCH SYSTEM. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) the Space Launch System is the most 

practical approach to reaching the Moon, 
Mars, and beyond, and Congress reaffirms 
the policy and minimum capability require-
ments for the Space Launch System con-
tained in section 302 of the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration Author-
ization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 18322); 

(2) the primary goal for the design of the 
fully integrated Space Launch System, in-
cluding an upper stage needed to go beyond 
low-Earth orbit, is to safely carry a total 
payload to enable human space exploration 
of the Moon, Mars, and beyond over the 
course of the next century as required in sec-
tion 302(c) of the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration Authorization Act of 
2010 (42 U.S.C. 18322(c)); and 

(3) in order to promote safety and reduce 
programmatic risk, the Administrator shall 
budget for and undertake a robust ground 
test and uncrewed and crewed flight test and 
demonstration program for the Space 
Launch System and the Orion crew capsule 
and shall budget for an operational flight 
rate sufficient to maintain safety and oper-
ational readiness. 

(b) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the President’s annual budget 
requests for the Space Launch System and 
Orion crew capsule development, test, and 
operational phases should strive to accu-
rately reflect the resource requirements of 
each of those phases, consistent with the pol-
icy established in section 201(a) of this Act. 

(c) IN GENERAL.—Given the critical impor-
tance of a heavy-lift launch vehicle and 
crewed spacecraft to enable the achievement 
of the goal established in section 201(a) of 
this Act, as well as the accomplishment of 
intermediate exploration milestones and the 
provision of a backup capability to transfer 
crew and cargo to the International Space 
Station, the Administrator shall make the 
expeditious development, test, and achieve-
ment of operational readiness of the Space 
Launch System and the Orion crew capsule 
the highest priority of the exploration pro-
gram. 

(d) GOVERNMENT ACCOUNTABILITY OFFICE 
REVIEW.—Not later than 270 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall transmit to the Com-
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology of 

the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate a report on the Admin-
istration’s acquisition of ground systems in 
support of the Space Launch System. The re-
port shall assess the extent to which ground 
systems acquired in support of the Space 
Launch System are focused on the direct 
support of the Space Launch System and 
shall identify any ground support projects or 
activities that the Administration is under-
taking that do not solely or primarily sup-
port the Space Launch System. 

(e) UTILIZATION REPORT.—The Adminis-
trator, in consultation with the Secretary of 
Defense and the Director of National Intel-
ligence, shall prepare a report that addresses 
the effort and budget required to enable and 
utilize a cargo variant of the 130-ton Space 
Launch System configuration described in 
section 302(c) of the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration Authorization Act 
of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 18322(c)). This report shall 
also include consideration of the technical 
requirements of the scientific and national 
security communities related to such Space 
Launch System and shall directly assess the 
utility and estimated cost savings obtained 
by using such Space Launch System for na-
tional security and space science missions. 
The Administrator shall transmit such re-
port to the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate 
not later than 180 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act. 

(f) NAMING COMPETITION.—Beginning not 
later than 180 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act and concluding not later 
than 1 year after such date of enactment, the 
Administrator shall conduct a well-pub-
licized competition among students in ele-
mentary and secondary schools to name the 
elements of the Administration’s exploration 
program, including— 

(1) a name for the deep space human explo-
ration program as a whole, which includes 
the Space Launch System, the Orion crew 
capsule, and future missions; and 

(2) a name for the Space Launch System. 
(g) ADVANCED BOOSTER COMPETITION.— 
(1) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 

the date of enactment of this Act, the Asso-
ciate Administrator of the Administration 
shall transmit to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate a report that— 

(A) describes the estimated total develop-
ment cost of an advanced booster for the 
Space Launch System; 

(B) details any reductions or increases to 
the development cost of the Space Launch 
System which may result from conducting a 
competition for an advanced booster; and 

(C) outlines any potential schedule delay 
to the Space Launch System 2017 Explo-
ration Mission–1 launch as a result of in-
creased costs associated with conducting a 
competition for an advanced booster. 

(2) COMPETITION.—If the Associate Admin-
istrator reports reductions pursuant to para-
graph (1)(B), and no adverse schedule impact 
pursuant to paragraph (1)(C), then the Ad-
ministration shall conduct a full and open 
competition for an advanced booster for the 
Space Launch System to meet the require-
ments described in section 302(c) of the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion Authorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 
18322(c)), to begin as soon as practicable after 
the development of the upper stage has been 
initiated. 
SEC. 204. ORION CREW CAPSULE. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Orion crew capsule 
shall meet the practical needs and the min-

imum capability requirements described in 
section 303 of the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration Authorization Act of 
2010 (42 U.S.C. 18323). 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 60 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall transmit a report to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate— 

(1) detailing those components and systems 
of the Orion crew capsule that ensure it is in 
compliance with section 303(b) of such Act 
(42 U.S.C. 18323(b)); 

(2) detailing the expected date that the 
Orion crew capsule will be available to trans-
port crew and cargo to the International 
Space Station; and 

(3) certifying that the requirements of sec-
tion 303(b)(3) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 
18323(b)(3)) will be met by the Administra-
tion. 
SEC. 205. SPACE RADIATION. 

(a) STRATEGY AND PLAN.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 

develop a space radiation mitigation and 
management strategy and implementation 
plan to enable the achievement of the goal 
established in section 201 that includes key 
research and monitoring requirements, mile-
stones, a timetable, and an estimate of facil-
ity and budgetary requirements. 

(2) COORDINATION.—The strategy shall in-
clude a mechanism for coordinating Admin-
istration research, technology, facilities, en-
gineering, operations, and other functions 
required to support the strategy and plan. 

(3) TRANSMITTAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall transmit the strategy 
and plan to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate. 

(b) SPACE RADIATION RESEARCH FACILI-
TIES.—The Administrator, in consultation 
with the heads of other appropriate Federal 
agencies, shall assess the national capabili-
ties for carrying out critical ground-based 
research on space radiation biology and shall 
identify any issues that could affect the abil-
ity to carry out that research. 
SEC. 206. PLANETARY PROTECTION FOR HUMAN 

EXPLORATION MISSIONS. 
(a) STUDY.—The Administrator shall enter 

into an arrangement with the National 
Academies for a study to explore the plan-
etary protection ramifications of potential 
future missions by astronauts such as to the 
lunar polar regions, near-Earth asteroids, 
the moons of Mars, and the surface of Mars. 

(b) SCOPE.—The study shall— 
(1) collate and summarize what has been 

done to date with respect to planetary pro-
tection measures to be applied to potential 
human missions such as to the lunar polar 
regions, near-Earth asteroids, the moons of 
Mars, and the surface of Mars; 

(2) identify and document planetary pro-
tection concerns associated with potential 
human missions such as to the lunar polar 
regions, near-Earth asteroids, the moons of 
Mars, and the surface of Mars; 

(3) develop a methodology, if possible, for 
defining and classifying the degree of con-
cern associated with each likely destination; 

(4) assess likely methodologies for address-
ing planetary protection concerns; and 

(5) identify areas for future research to re-
duce current uncertainties. 

(c) COMPLETION DATE.—Not later than 2 
years after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator shall provide the re-
sults of the study to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
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of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate. 

Subtitle B—Space Operations 
SEC. 211. INTERNATIONAL SPACE STATION. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds the fol-
lowing: 

(1) The International Space Station is an 
ideal testbed for future exploration systems 
development, including long-duration space 
travel. 

(2) The use of the private market to pro-
vide cargo and crew transportation services 
is currently the most expeditious process to 
restore domestic access to the International 
Space Station and low-Earth orbit. 

(3) Government access to low-Earth orbit 
is paramount to the continued success of the 
International Space Station and National 
Laboratory. 

(b) IN GENERAL.—The following is the pol-
icy of the United States: 

(1) The United States International Space 
Station program shall have two primary ob-
jectives: supporting achievement of the goal 
established in section 201 of this Act and pur-
suing a research program that advances 
knowledge and provides benefits to the Na-
tion. It shall continue to be the policy of the 
United States to, in consultation with its 
international partners in the International 
Space Station program, support full and 
complete utilization of the International 
Space Station. 

(2) The International Space Station shall 
be utilized to the maximum extent prac-
ticable for the development of capabilities 
and technologies needed for the future of 
human exploration beyond low-Earth orbit 
and shall be considered in the development 
of the Human Exploration Roadmap devel-
oped under section 70504 of title 51, United 
States Code. 

(3) The Administrator shall, in consulta-
tion with the International Space Station 
partners— 

(A) take all necessary measures to support 
the operation and full utilization of the 
International Space Station; and 

(B) seek to minimize, to the extent prac-
ticable, the operating costs of the Inter-
national Space Station. 

(4) Reliance on foreign carriers for crew 
transfer is unacceptable, and the Nation’s 
human space flight program must acquire 
the capability to launch United States astro-
nauts on United States rockets from United 
States soil as soon as is safe and practically 
possible, whether on Government-owned and 
operated space transportation systems or 
privately owned systems that have been cer-
tified for flight by the appropriate Federal 
agencies. 

(c) REAFFIRMATION OF POLICY.—Congress 
reaffirms— 

(1) its commitment to the development of 
a commercially developed launch and deliv-
ery system to the International Space Sta-
tion for crew missions as expressed in the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion Authorization Act of 2005 (Public Law 
109–155), the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration Authorization Act of 2008 
(Public Law 110–422), and the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration Author-
ization Act of 2010 (Public Law 111–267); 

(2) that the Administration shall make use 
of United States commercially provided 
International Space Station crew transfer 
and crew rescue services to the maximum ex-
tent practicable; 

(3) that the Orion crew capsule shall pro-
vide an alternative means of delivery of crew 
and cargo to the International Space Sta-
tion, in the event other vehicles, whether 
commercial vehicles or partner-supplied ve-
hicles, are unable to perform that function; 
and 

(4) the policy stated in section 501(b) of the 
National Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion Authorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 
18351(b)) that the Administration shall pur-
sue international, commercial, and 
intragovernmental means to maximize Inter-
national Space Station logistics supply, 
maintenance, and operational capabilities, 
reduce risks to International Space Station 
systems sustainability, and offset and mini-
mize United States operations costs relating 
to the International Space Station. 

(d) ASSURED ACCESS TO LOW-EARTH 
ORBIT.—Section 70501(a) of title 51, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 

‘‘(a) POLICY STATEMENT.—It is the policy of 
the United States to maintain an uninter-
rupted capability for human space flight and 
operations in low-Earth orbit, and beyond, as 
an essential instrument of national security 
and the capability to ensure continued 
United States participation and leadership in 
the exploration and utilization of space.’’. 

(e) REPEALS.— 
(1) USE OF SPACE SHUTTLE OR ALTER-

NATIVES.—Chapter 701 of title 51, United 
States Code, and the item relating to such 
chapter in the table of chapters for such 
title, are repealed. 

(2) SHUTTLE PRICING POLICY FOR COMMER-
CIAL AND FOREIGN USERS.—Chapter 703 of title 
51, United States Code, and the item relating 
to such chapter in the table of chapters for 
such title, are repealed. 

(3) SHUTTLE PRIVATIZATION.—Section 50133 
of title 51, United States Code, and the item 
relating to such section in the table of sec-
tions for chapter 501 of such title, are re-
pealed. 

(f) EXTENSION CRITERIA REPORT.—Not later 
than 1 year after the date of enactment of 
this Act, the Administrator shall submit to 
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate a report on the 
feasibility of extending the operation of the 
International Space Station that includes— 

(1) criteria for defining the International 
Space Station as a research success; 

(2) any necessary contributions to enabling 
execution of the Human Exploration Road-
map developed under section 70504 of title 51, 
United States Code; 

(3) cost estimates for operating the Inter-
national Space Station to achieve the cri-
teria required under paragraph (1); 

(4) cost estimates for extending operations 
to 2024 and 2030; 

(5) an assessment of how the defined cri-
teria under paragraph (1) respond to the Na-
tional Academies Decadal Survey on Biologi-
cal and Physical Sciences in Space; and 

(6) an identification of the actions and cost 
estimate needed to deorbit the International 
Space Station once a decision is made to 
deorbit the laboratory. 

(g) STRATEGIC PLAN FOR INTERNATIONAL 
SPACE STATION RESEARCH.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Director of the Office 
of Science and Technology Policy, in con-
sultation with the Administrator, academia, 
other Federal agencies, the International 
Space Station National Laboratory Advisory 
Committee, and other potential stake-
holders, shall develop and transmit to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate a strategic 
plan for conducting competitive, peer-re-
viewed research in physical and life sciences 
and related technologies on the Inter-
national Space Station through at least 2020. 

(2) PLAN REQUIREMENTS.—The strategic 
plan shall— 

(A) be consistent with the priorities and 
recommendations established by the Na-

tional Academies in its Decadal Survey on 
Biological and Physical Sciences in Space; 

(B) provide a research timeline and iden-
tify resource requirements for its implemen-
tation, including the facilities and instru-
mentation necessary for the conduct of such 
research; and 

(C) identify— 
(i) criteria for the proposed research, in-

cluding— 
(I) a justification for the research to be 

carried out in the space microgravity envi-
ronment; 

(II) the use of model systems; 
(III) the testing of flight hardware to un-

derstand and ensure its functioning in the 
microgravity environment; 

(IV) the use of controls to help distinguish 
among the direct and indirect effects of 
microgravity, among other effects of the 
flight or space environment; 

(V) approaches for facilitating data collec-
tion, analysis, and interpretation; 

(VI) procedures to ensure repetition of ex-
periments, as needed; 

(VII) support for timely presentation of the 
peer-reviewed results of the research; 

(VIII) defined metrics for the success of 
each study; and 

(IX) how these activities enable the Human 
Exploration Roadmap described in section 
70504 of title 51, United States Code; 

(ii) instrumentation required to support 
the measurements and analysis of the re-
search to be carried out under the strategic 
plan; 

(iii) the capabilities needed to support di-
rect, real-time communications between as-
tronauts working on research experiments 
onboard the International Space Station and 
the principal investigator on the ground; 

(iv) a process for involving the external 
user community in research planning, in-
cluding planning for relevant flight hardware 
and instrumentation, and for utilization of 
the International Space Station, free flyers, 
or other research platforms; 

(v) the acquisition strategy the Adminis-
tration plans to use to acquire any new sup-
port capabilities which are not operational 
on the International Space Station as of the 
date of enactment of this Act, and the cri-
teria the Administration will apply if less 
than full and open competition is selected; 
and 

(vi) defined metrics for success of the re-
search plan. 

(3) REPORT.— 
(A) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 1 year 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Comptroller General of the United States 
shall transmit to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate a report on the progress of the orga-
nization chosen for the management of the 
International Space Station National Lab-
oratory as directed in section 504 of the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion Authorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 
18354). 

(B) SPECIFIC REQUIREMENTS.—The report 
shall assess the management, organization, 
and performance of such organization and 
shall include a review of the status of each of 
the 7 required activities listed in section 
504(c) of such Act (42 U.S.C. 18354(c)). 
SEC. 212. BARRIERS IMPEDING ENHANCED UTILI-

ZATION OF THE ISS’S NATIONAL LAB-
ORATORY BY COMMERCIAL COMPA-
NIES. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) enhanced utilization of the Inter-
national Space Station’s National Labora-
tory requires a full understanding of the bar-
riers impeding such utilization and actions 
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needed to be taken to remove or mitigate 
them to the maximum extent practicable; 
and 

(2) doing so will allow the Administration 
to encourage commercial companies to in-
vest in microgravity research using National 
Laboratory research facilities. 

(b) ASSESSMENT.—The Administrator shall 
enter into an arrangement with the National 
Academies for an assessment to— 

(1) identify barriers impeding enhanced 
utilization of the International Space Sta-
tion’s National Laboratory; 

(2) recommend ways to encourage commer-
cial companies to make greater use of the 
International Space Station’s National Lab-
oratory, including corporate investment in 
microgravity research; and 

(3) identify any legislative changes that 
may be required. 

(c) TRANSMITTAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall transmit to the Com-
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology of 
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate the results of the assess-
ment described in subsection (b). 
SEC. 213. UTILIZATION OF INTERNATIONAL 

SPACE STATION FOR SCIENCE MIS-
SIONS. 

The Administrator shall utilize the Inter-
national Space Station for Science Mission 
Directorate missions in low-Earth orbit 
wherever it is practical and cost effective to 
do so. 
SEC. 214. INTERNATIONAL SPACE STATION 

CARGO RESUPPLY SERVICES LES-
SONS LEARNED. 

Not later than 120 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Administrator 
shall transmit a report to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate that— 

(1) identifies the lessons learned to date 
from the Commercial Resupply Services con-
tract; 

(2) indicates whether changes are needed to 
the manner in which the Administration pro-
cures and manages similar services upon the 
expiration of the existing Commercial Re-
supply Services contract; and 

(3) identifies any lessons learned from the 
Commercial Resupply Services contract that 
should be applied to the procurement and 
management of commercially provided crew 
transfer services to and from the Inter-
national Space Station. 
SEC. 215. COMMERCIAL CREW PROGRAM. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that once developed and certified 
to meet the Administration’s safety and reli-
ability requirements, United States commer-
cially provided crew transportation systems 
offer the potential of serving as the primary 
means of transporting American astronauts 
and international partner astronauts to and 
from the International Space Station and 
serving as International Space Station emer-
gency crew rescue vehicles. At the same 
time, the budgetary assumptions used by the 
Administration in its planning for the Com-
mercial Crew Program have consistently as-
sumed significantly higher funding levels 
than have been authorized and appropriated 
by Congress. It is the sense of Congress that 
credibility in the Administration’s budg-
etary estimates for the Commercial Crew 
Program can be enhanced by an independ-
ently developed cost estimate. Such credi-
bility in budgetary estimates is an impor-
tant factor in understanding program risk. 

(b) OBJECTIVE.—The objective of the Ad-
ministration’s Commercial Crew Program 
shall be to assist the development of at least 

one crew transportation system to carry Ad-
ministration astronauts safely, reliably, and 
affordably to and from the International 
Space Station and to serve as an emergency 
crew rescue vehicle as soon as practicable 
within the funding levels authorized. The 
Administration shall not use any consider-
ations beyond this objective in the overall 
acquisition strategy. 

(c) SAFETY.—Consistent with the findings 
and recommendations of the Columbia Acci-
dent Investigation Board, the Administra-
tion shall ensure that safety and the mini-
mization of the probability of loss of crew 
are the highest priorities of the commercial 
crew transportation program. 

(d) COST MINIMIZATION.—The Adminis-
trator shall strive through the competitive 
selection process to minimize the life cycle 
cost to the Administration through the 
planned period of commercially provided 
crew transportation services. 

(e) TRANSPARENCY.—Transparency is the 
cornerstone of ensuring a safe and reliable 
commercial crew transportation service to 
the International Space Station. The Admin-
istrator shall, to the greatest extent prac-
ticable, ensure that every commercial crew 
transportation services provider has pro-
vided evidence-based support for their costs 
and schedule. 

(f) INDEPENDENT COST AND SCHEDULE ESTI-
MATE.— 

(1) REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 30 days 
after the Federal Acquisition Regulation- 
based contract for the Commercial Crew 
Transportation Capability Contract is 
awarded, the Administrator shall arrange for 
the initiation of an Independent Cost and 
Schedule Estimate for— 

(A) all activities associated with the devel-
opment, test, demonstration, and certifi-
cation of commercial crew transportation 
systems; 

(B) transportation and rescue services re-
quired by the Administration for Inter-
national Space Station operations through 
calendar year 2020 or later if Administration 
requirements so dictate; and 

(C) the estimated date of operational readi-
ness for the program each assumption listed 
in paragraph (2) of this subsection. 

(2) ASSUMPTIONS.—The Independent Cost 
and Schedule Estimate shall provide an esti-
mate for each of the following scenarios: 

(A) An appropriation of $600,000,000 over 
the next 3 fiscal years. 

(B) An appropriation of $700,000,000 over the 
next 3 fiscal years. 

(C) An appropriation of $800,000,000 over the 
next 3 fiscal years. 

(D) The funding level assumptions over the 
next 3 fiscal years that are included as part 
of commercial crew transportation capa-
bility contract awards. 

(3) TRANSMITTAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after initiation of the Independent Cost and 
Schedule Estimate under paragraph (1), the 
Administrator shall transmit the results of 
the Independent Cost and Schedule Estimate 
to the Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate. 

(g) IMPLEMENTATION STRATEGIES.— 
(1) REPORT.—Not later than 60 days after 

the completion of the Independent Cost and 
Schedule Estimate under subsection (f), the 
Administrator shall transmit to the Com-
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology of 
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate a report containing 4 
distinct implementation strategies based on 
such Independent Cost and Schedule Esti-
mate for the final stages of the commercial 
crew program. 

(2) REQUIREMENTS.—These options shall in-
clude— 

(A) a strategy that assumes an appropria-
tion of $600,000,000 over the next 3 fiscal 
years; 

(B) a strategy that assumes an appropria-
tion of $700,000,000 over the next 3 fiscal 
years; 

(C) a strategy that assumes an appropria-
tion of $800,000,000 over the next 3 fiscal 
years; and 

(D) a strategy that has yet to be considered 
previously in any budget submission but 
that the Administration believes could en-
sure the flight readiness date of 2017 for at 
least one provider. 

(3) INCLUSIONS.—Each strategy shall in-
clude the contracting instruments the Ad-
ministration will employ to acquire the serv-
ices in each phase of development or acquisi-
tion and the number of commercial providers 
the Administration will include in the pro-
gram. 
SEC. 216. SPACE COMMUNICATIONS. 

(a) PLAN.—The Administrator shall develop 
a plan, in consultation with relevant Federal 
agencies, for updating the Administration’s 
space communications and navigation archi-
tecture for low-Earth orbital and deep space 
operations so that it is capable of meeting 
the Administration’s communications needs 
over the next 20 years. The plan shall include 
lifecycle cost estimates, milestones, esti-
mated performance capabilities, and 5-year 
funding profiles. The plan shall also include 
an estimate of the amounts of any reim-
bursements the Administration is likely to 
receive from other Federal agencies during 
the expected life of the upgrades described in 
the plan. At a minimum, the plan shall in-
clude a description of the following: 

(1) Steps to sustain the existing space com-
munications and navigation network and in-
frastructure and priorities for how resources 
will be applied and cost estimates for the 
maintenance of existing space communica-
tions network capabilities. 

(2) Upgrades needed to support space com-
munications and navigation network and in-
frastructure requirements, including cost es-
timates and schedules and an assessment of 
the impact on missions if resources are not 
secured at the level needed. 

(3) Projected space communications and 
navigation network requirements for the 
next 20 years, including those in support of 
human space exploration missions. 

(4) Projected Tracking and Data Relay Sat-
ellite System requirements for the next 20 
years, including those in support of other 
relevant Federal agencies, and cost and 
schedule estimates to maintain and upgrade 
the Tracking and Data Relay Satellite Sys-
tem to meet projected requirements. 

(5) Steps the Administration is taking to 
meet future space communications require-
ments after all Tracking and Data Relay 
Satellite System third-generation commu-
nications satellites are operational. 

(6) Steps the Administration is taking to 
mitigate threats to electromagnetic spec-
trum use. 

(b) SCHEDULE.—The Administrator shall 
transmit the plan developed under this sec-
tion to the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate 
not later than 1 year after the date of enact-
ment of this Act. 

TITLE III—SCIENCE 
Subtitle A—General 

SEC. 301. SCIENCE PORTFOLIO. 
(a) BALANCED AND ADEQUATELY FUNDED AC-

TIVITIES.—Section 803 of the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration Author-
ization Act of 2010 (124 Stat. 2832) is amended 
to read as follows: 
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‘‘SEC. 803. OVERALL SCIENCE PORTFOLIO— 

SENSE OF THE CONGRESS. 
‘‘Congress reaffirms its sense, expressed in 

the National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration Authorization Act of 2010, that a 
balanced and adequately funded set of activi-
ties, consisting of research and analysis 
grants programs, technology development, 
small, medium, and large space missions, 
and suborbital research activities, contrib-
utes to a robust and productive science pro-
gram and serves as a catalyst for innovation 
and discovery.’’. 

(b) DECADAL SURVEYS.—In proposing the 
funding of programs and activities for the 
Administration for each fiscal year, the Ad-
ministrator shall to the greatest extent 
practicable follow guidance provided in the 
current decadal surveys from the National 
Academies’ Space Studies Board. 
SEC. 302. RADIOISOTOPE POWER SYSTEMS. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that conducting deep space explo-
ration requires radioisotope power systems, 
and establishing continuity in the produc-
tion of the material needed to power these 
systems is paramount to the success of these 
future deep space missions. It is further the 
sense of Congress that Federal agencies sup-
porting the Administration through the pro-
duction of such material should do so in a 
cost effective manner so as not to impose ex-
cessive reimbursement requirements on the 
Administration. 

(b) ANALYSIS OF REQUIREMENTS AND 
RISKS.—The Director of the Office of Science 
and Technology Policy and the Adminis-
trator, in consultation with other Federal 
agencies, shall conduct an analysis of— 

(1) the requirements of the Administration 
for radioisotope power system material that 
is needed to carry out planned, high priority 
robotic missions in the solar system and 
other surface exploration activities beyond 
low-Earth orbit; and 

(2) the risks to missions of the Administra-
tion in meeting those requirements, or any 
additional requirements, due to a lack of 
adequate radioisotope power system mate-
rial. 

(c) CONTENTS OF ANALYSIS.—The analysis 
conducted under subsection (b) shall— 

(1) detail the Administration’s current pro-
jected mission requirements and associated 
timeframes for radioisotope power system 
material; 

(2) explain the assumptions used to deter-
mine the Administration’s requirements for 
the material, including— 

(A) the planned use of advanced thermal 
conversion technology such as advanced 
thermocouples and Stirling generators and 
converters; and 

(B) the risks and implications of, and con-
tingencies for, any delays or unanticipated 
technical challenges affecting or related to 
the Administration’s mission plans for the 
anticipated use of advanced thermal conver-
sion technology; 

(3) assess the risk to the Administration’s 
programs of any potential delays in achiev-
ing the schedule and milestones for planned 
domestic production of radioisotope power 
system material; 

(4) outline a process for meeting any addi-
tional Administration requirements for the 
material; 

(5) estimate the incremental costs required 
to increase the amount of material produced 
each year, if such an increase is needed to 
support additional Administration require-
ments for the material; 

(6) detail how the Administration and 
other Federal agencies will manage, operate, 
and fund production facilities and the design 
and development of all radioisotope power 
systems used by the Administration and 
other Federal agencies as necessary; 

(7) specify the steps the Administration 
will take, in consultation with the Depart-
ment of Energy, to preserve the infrastruc-
ture and workforce necessary for production 
of radioisotope power systems and ensure 
that its reimbursements to the Department 
of Energy associated with such preservation 
are equitable and justified; and 

(8) detail how the Administration has im-
plemented or rejected the recommendations 
from the National Research Council’s 2009 re-
port titled ‘‘Radioisotope Power Systems: An 
Imperative for Maintaining U.S. Leadership 
in Space Exploration’’. 

(d) TRANSMITTAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall transmit the results of 
the analysis to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate. 
SEC. 303. CONGRESSIONAL DECLARATION OF 

POLICY AND PURPOSE. 
Section 20102(d) of title 51, United States 

Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new paragraph: 

‘‘(10) The direction of the unique com-
petence of the Administration to the search 
for life’s origin, evolution, distribution, and 
future in the Universe. In carrying out this 
objective, the Administration may use any 
practicable ground-based, airborne, or space- 
based technical means and spectra of elec-
tromagnetic radiation.’’. 
SEC. 304. UNIVERSITY CLASS SCIENCE MISSIONS. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that principal investigator-led 
small orbital science missions, including 
CubeSat class, University Explorer (UNEX) 
class, Small Explorer (SMEX) class, and 
Venture class, offer valuable opportunities 
to advance science at low cost, train the 
next generation of scientists and engineers, 
and enable participants in the program to 
acquire skills in systems engineering and 
systems integration that are critical to 
maintaining the Nation’s leadership in space 
and to enhancing the United States innova-
tion and competitiveness abroad. 

(b) REVIEW OF PRINCIPAL INVESTIGATOR-LED 
SMALL ORBITAL SCIENCE MISSIONS.—The Ad-
ministrator shall conduct a review of the 
science missions described in subsection (a). 
The review shall include— 

(1) the status, capability, and availability 
of existing small orbital science mission pro-
grams and the extent to which each program 
enables the participation of university sci-
entists and students; 

(2) the opportunities such mission pro-
grams provide for scientific research; 

(3) the opportunities such mission pro-
grams provide for training and education, in-
cluding scientific and engineering workforce 
development, including for the Administra-
tion’s scientific and engineering workforce; 
and 

(4) the extent to which commercial appli-
cations such as hosted payloads, free flyers, 
and data buys could provide measurable ben-
efits for such mission programs, while pre-
serving the principle of independent peer re-
view as the basis for mission selection. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 270 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall transmit to the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a report on the review required 
under subsection (b) and on recommenda-
tions to enhance principal investigator-led 
small orbital science missions conducted by 
the Administration in accordance with the 
results of the review required by subsection 
(b). 

SEC. 305. ASSESSMENT OF SCIENCE MISSION EX-
TENSIONS. 

Section 30504 of title 51, United States 
Code, is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘§ 30504. Assessment of science mission exten-

sions 
‘‘(a) ASSESSMENT.—The Administrator 

shall carry out biennial reviews within each 
of the Science divisions to assess the cost 
and benefits of extending the date of the ter-
mination of data collection for those mis-
sions that exceed their planned missions’ 
lifetime. The assessment shall take into con-
sideration how extending missions impacts 
the start of future missions. 

‘‘(b) CONSULTATION AND CONSIDERATION OF 
POTENTIAL BENEFITS OF INSTRUMENTS ON MIS-
SIONS.—When deciding whether to extend a 
mission that has an operational component, 
the Administrator shall consult with any af-
fected Federal agency and shall take into ac-
count the potential benefits of instruments 
on missions that are beyond their planned 
mission lifetime. 

‘‘(c) REPORT.—The Administrator shall 
transmit to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate, at the same time as the submission 
to Congress of the Administration’s annual 
budget request for each fiscal year, a report 
detailing any assessment required by sub-
section (a) that was carried out during the 
previous year.’’. 

Subtitle B—Astrophysics 
SEC. 311. DECADAL CADENCE. 

In carrying out section 301(b), the Adminis-
trator shall seek to ensure to the extent 
practicable a steady cadence of large, me-
dium, and small astrophysics missions. 
SEC. 312. EXTRASOLAR PLANET EXPLORATION 

STRATEGY. 
(a) STRATEGY.—The Administrator shall 

enter into an arrangement with the National 
Academies to develop a science strategy for 
the study and exploration of extrasolar plan-
ets, including the use of the Transiting 
Exoplanet Survey Satellite, the James Webb 
Space Telescope, a potential Wide-Field In-
frared Survey Telescope mission, or any 
other telescope, spacecraft, or instrument as 
appropriate. Such strategy shall— 

(1) outline key scientific questions; 
(2) identify the most promising research in 

the field; 
(3) indicate the extent to which the mis-

sion priorities in existing decadal surveys 
address the key extrasolar planet research 
goals; 

(4) identify opportunities for coordination 
with international partners, commercial 
partners, and other not-for-profit partners; 
and 

(5) make recommendations on the above as 
appropriate. 

(b) USE OF STRATEGY.—The Administrator 
shall use the strategy to— 

(1) inform roadmaps, strategic plans, and 
other activities of the Administration as 
they relate to extrasolar planet research and 
exploration; and 

(2) provide a foundation for future activi-
ties and initiatives. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
18 months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the National Academies shall transmit 
a report to the Administrator, and to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate, containing the 
strategy developed under subsection (a). 
SEC. 313. JAMES WEBB SPACE TELESCOPE. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) the James Webb Space Telescope will 

revolutionize our understanding of star and 
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planet formation and how galaxies evolved, 
and advance the search for the origins of the 
universe; 

(2) the James Webb Space Telescope will 
enable American scientists to maintain their 
leadership in astrophysics and other dis-
ciplines; 

(3) the James Webb Space Telescope pro-
gram is making steady progress towards a 
launch in 2018; 

(4) the on-time and on-budget delivery of 
the James Webb Space Telescope is a high 
congressional priority; and 

(5) maintaining this progress will require 
the Administrator to ensure that integrated 
testing is appropriately timed and suffi-
ciently comprehensive to enable potential 
issues to be identified and addressed early 
enough to be handled within the James Webb 
Space Telescope’s development schedule 
prior to launch. 
SEC. 314. NATIONAL RECONNAISSANCE OFFICE 

TELESCOPE DONATION. 
Not later than 90 days after the date of en-

actment of this Act, the Administrator shall 
transmit a report to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate outlining the cost of the Admin-
istration’s potential plan for developing the 
Wide-Field Infrared Survey Telescope as de-
scribed in the 2010 National Academies’ as-
tronomy and astrophysics decadal survey, 
including an alternative plan for the Wide- 
Field Infrared Survey Telescope 2.4, which 
includes the donated 2.4-meter aperture Na-
tional Reconnaissance Office telescope. Due 
to the budget constraints on the Administra-
tion’s science programs, this report shall in-
clude— 

(1) an assessment of cost efficient ap-
proaches to develop the Wide-Field Infrared 
Survey Telescope; 

(2) a comparison to the development of 
mission concepts that exclude the utilization 
of the donated asset; 

(3) an assessment of how the Administra-
tion’s existing science missions will be af-
fected by the utilization of the donated asset 
described in this section; and 

(4) a description of the cost associated with 
storing and maintaining the donated asset. 
SEC. 315. WIDE-FIELD INFRARED SURVEY TELE-

SCOPE. 
(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 

Congress that the Administrator, to the ex-
tent practicable, should make progress on 
the technologies and capabilities needed to 
position the Administration to meet the ob-
jectives of the Wide-Field Infrared Survey 
Telescope mission, as outlined in the 2010 
National Academies’ astronomy and astro-
physics decadal survey, in a way that maxi-
mizes the scientific productivity of meeting 
those objectives for the resources invested. 
It is further the sense of Congress that the 
Wide-Field Infrared Survey Telescope mis-
sion has the potential to enable scientific 
discoveries that will transform our under-
standing of the universe. 

(b) CONTINUITY OF DEVELOPMENT.—The Ad-
ministrator shall ensure that the concept 
definition and pre-formulation activities of a 
Wide-Field Infrared Survey Telescope mis-
sion continue while the James Webb Space 
Telescope is being completed. 
SEC. 316. STRATOSPHERIC OBSERVATORY FOR 

INFRARED ASTRONOMY. 
The Administrator shall not use any fund-

ing appropriated to the Administration for 
fiscal year 2015 for the shutdown of the 
Stratospheric Observatory for Infrared As-
tronomy or for the preparation therefor. 

Subtitle C—Planetary Science 
SEC. 321. DECADAL CADENCE. 

In carrying out section 301(b), the Adminis-
trator shall seek to ensure to the greatest 

extent practicable that the Administration 
carries out a balanced set of planetary 
science programs in accordance with the pri-
orities established in the most recent 
decadal survey for planetary science. Such 
programs shall include, at a minimum— 

(1) a Discovery-class mission at least once 
every 24 months; 

(2) a New Frontiers-class mission at least 
once every 60 months; and 

(3) at least one Flagship-class mission per 
decadal survey period, including a Europa 
mission with a goal of launching by 2021. 
SEC. 322. NEAR-EARTH OBJECTS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-
lowing findings: 

(1) Near-Earth objects pose a serious and 
credible threat to humankind, as many sci-
entists believe that a major asteroid or 
comet was responsible for the mass extinc-
tion of the majority of the Earth’s species, 
including the dinosaurs, approximately 
65,000,000 years ago. 

(2) Similar objects have struck the Earth 
or passed through the Earth’s atmosphere 
several times in the Earth’s history and pose 
a similar threat in the future. 

(3) Several such near-Earth objects have 
only been discovered within days of the ob-
jects’ closest approach to Earth, and recent 
discoveries of such large objects indicate 
that many large near-Earth objects remain 
to be discovered. 

(4) The efforts undertaken by the Adminis-
tration for detecting and characterizing the 
hazards of near-Earth objects should con-
tinue to seek to fully determine the threat 
posed by such objects to cause widespread 
destruction and loss of life. 

(b) DEFINITION.—For purposes of this sec-
tion, the term ‘‘near-Earth object’’ means an 
asteroid or comet with a perihelion distance 
of less than 1.3 Astronomical Units from the 
Sun. 

(c) NEAR-EARTH OBJECT SURVEY.—The Ad-
ministrator shall continue to detect, track, 
catalogue, and characterize the physical 
characteristics of near-Earth objects equal 
to or greater than 140 meters in diameter in 
order to assess the threat of such near-Earth 
objects to the Earth, pursuant to the George 
E. Brown, Jr. Near-Earth Object Survey Act 
(42 U.S.C. 16691). It shall be the goal of the 
Survey program to achieve 90 percent com-
pletion of its near-Earth object catalogue 
(based on statistically predicted populations 
of near-Earth objects) by 2020. 

(d) WARNING AND MITIGATION OF POTENTIAL 
HAZARDS OF NEAR-EARTH OBJECTS.—Congress 
reaffirms the policy set forth in section 
20102(g) of title 51, United States Code (relat-
ing to detecting, tracking, cataloguing, and 
characterizing asteroids and comets). 

(e) PROGRAM REPORT.—The Director of the 
Office of Science and Technology Policy and 
the Administrator shall transmit to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate, not later than 
1 year after the date of enactment of this 
Act, an initial report that provides— 

(1) recommendations for carrying out the 
Survey program and an associated proposed 
budget; 

(2) analysis of possible options that the Ad-
ministration could employ to divert an ob-
ject on a likely collision course with Earth; 
and 

(3) a description of the status of efforts to 
coordinate and cooperate with other coun-
tries to discover hazardous asteroids and 
comets, plan a mitigation strategy, and im-
plement that strategy in the event of the 
discovery of an object on a likely collision 
course with Earth. 

(f) ANNUAL REPORTS.—Subsequent to the 
initial report the Administrator shall annu-

ally transmit to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate a report that provides— 

(1) a summary of all activities carried out 
pursuant to subsection (c) since the date of 
enactment of this Act, including the 
progress toward achieving 90 percent comple-
tion of the survey described in subsection (c); 
and 

(2) a summary of expenditures for all ac-
tivities carried out pursuant to subsection 
(c) since the date of enactment of this Act. 

(g) STUDY.—The Administrator, in collabo-
ration with other relevant Federal agencies, 
shall carry out a technical and scientific as-
sessment of the capabilities and resources 
to— 

(1) accelerate the survey described in sub-
section (c); and 

(2) expand the Administration’s Near- 
Earth Object Program to include the detec-
tion, tracking, cataloguing, and character-
ization of potentially hazardous near-Earth 
objects less than 140 meters in diameter. 

(h) TRANSMITTAL.—Not later than 270 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall transmit the results of 
the assessment carried out under subsection 
(g) to the Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate. 
SEC. 323. NEAR-EARTH OBJECTS PUBLIC-PRI-

VATE PARTNERSHIPS. 
(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 

Congress that the Administration should 
seek to leverage the capabilities of the pri-
vate sector and philanthropic organizations 
to the maximum extent practicable in car-
rying out the Near-Earth Object Survey pro-
gram in order to meet the goal of the Survey 
program. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall transmit to the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a report describing how the 
Administration can expand collaborative 
partnerships to detect, track, catalogue, and 
categorize near-Earth objects. 
SEC. 324. RESEARCH ON NEAR-EARTH OBJECT 

TSUNAMI EFFECTS. 
(a) REPORT ON POTENTIAL TSUNAMI EFFECTS 

FROM NEAR-EARTH OBJECT IMPACT.—The Ad-
ministrator, in collaboration with the Ad-
ministrator of the National Oceanic and At-
mospheric Administration and other rel-
evant agencies, shall prepare a report identi-
fying and describing existing research activi-
ties and further research objectives that 
would increase our understanding of the na-
ture of the effects of potential tsunamis that 
could occur if a near-Earth object were to 
impact an ocean of Earth. 

(b) TRANSMITTAL.—Not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall transmit the report re-
quired and prepared under subsection (a) to 
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate. 
SEC. 325. ASTROBIOLOGY STRATEGY. 

(a) STRATEGY.—The Administrator shall 
enter into an arrangement with the National 
Academies to develop a science strategy for 
astrobiology that would outline key sci-
entific questions, identify the most prom-
ising research in the field, and indicate the 
extent to which the mission priorities in ex-
isting decadal surveys address the search for 
life’s origin, evolution, distribution, and fu-
ture in the Universe. The strategy shall in-
clude recommendations for coordination 
with international partners. 
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(b) USE OF STRATEGY.—The Administrator 

shall use the strategy developed under sub-
section (a) in planning and funding research 
and other activities and initiatives in the 
field of astrobiology. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
18 months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the National Academies shall transmit 
a report to the Administrator, and to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate, containing the 
strategy developed under subsection (a). 
SEC. 326. ASTROBIOLOGY PUBLIC-PRIVATE PART-

NERSHIPS. 
Not later than 180 days after the date of 

enactment of this Act, the Administrator 
shall transmit to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate a report describing how the Adminis-
tration can expand collaborative partner-
ships to study life’s origin, evolution, dis-
tribution, and future in the Universe. 
SEC. 327. ASSESSMENT OF MARS ARCHITECTURE. 

(a) ASSESSMENT.—The Administrator shall 
enter into an arrangement with the National 
Academies to assess— 

(1) the Administration’s revised post-2016 
Mars exploration architecture and its re-
sponsiveness to the strategies, priorities, and 
guidelines put forward by the National Acad-
emies’ planetary science decadal surveys and 
other relevant National Academies Mars-re-
lated reports; 

(2) the long-term goals of the Administra-
tion’s Mars Exploration Program and such 
program’s ability to optimize the science re-
turn, given the current fiscal posture of the 
program; 

(3) the Mars architecture’s relationship to 
Mars-related activities to be undertaken by 
agencies and organizations outside of the 
United States; and 

(4) the extent to which the Mars architec-
ture represents a reasonably balanced mis-
sion portfolio. 

(b) TRANSMITTAL.—Not later than 18 
months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Administrator shall transmit the 
results of the assessment to the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate. 

Subtitle D—Heliophysics 
SEC. 331. DECADAL CADENCE. 

In carrying out section 301(b), the Adminis-
trator shall seek to ensure to the extent 
practicable a steady cadence of large, me-
dium, and small heliophysics missions. 
SEC. 332. REVIEW OF SPACE WEATHER. 

(a) REVIEW.—The Director of the Office of 
Science and Technology Policy, in consulta-
tion with the Administrator, the Adminis-
trator of the National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration, the Director of the 
National Science Foundation, and heads of 
other relevant Federal agencies, shall enter 
into an arrangement with the National 
Academies to provide a comprehensive study 
that reviews current and planned ground- 
based and space-based space weather moni-
toring requirements and capabilities, identi-
fies gaps, and identifies options for a robust 
and resilient capability. The study shall in-
form the process of identifying national 
needs for future space weather monitoring, 
forecasts, and mitigation. The National 
Academies shall give consideration to inter-
national and private sector efforts and col-
laboration that could potentially contribute 
to national space weather needs. The study 
shall also review the current state of re-

search capabilities in observing, modeling, 
and prediction and provide recommendations 
to ensure future advancement of predictive 
capability. 

(b) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
14 months after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the National Academies shall transmit 
a report containing the results of the study 
provided under subsection (a) to the Director 
of the Office of Science and Technology Pol-
icy, and to the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate. 

Subtitle E—Earth Science 
SEC. 341. GOAL. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the Administration is being 
asked to undertake important Earth science 
activities in an environment of increasingly 
constrained fiscal resources, and that any 
transfer of additional responsibilities to the 
Administration, such as climate instrument 
development and measurements that are cur-
rently part of the portfolio of the National 
Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration, 
should be accompanied by the provision of 
additional resources to allow the Adminis-
tration to carry out the increased respon-
sibilities without adversely impacting its 
implementation of its existing Earth science 
programs and priorities. 

(b) GENERAL.—The Administrator shall 
continue to carry out a balanced Earth 
science program that includes Earth science 
research, Earth systematic missions, com-
petitive Venture class missions, other mis-
sions and data analysis, mission operations, 
technology development, and applied 
sciences, consistent with the recommenda-
tions and priorities established in the Na-
tional Academies’ Earth Science Decadal 
Survey. 

(c) COLLABORATION.—The Administrator 
shall collaborate with other Federal agen-
cies, including the National Oceanic and At-
mospheric Administration, non-government 
entities, and international partners, as ap-
propriate, in carrying out the Administra-
tion’s Earth science program. The Adminis-
tration shall continue to develop first-of-a- 
kind instruments that, once proved, can be 
transitioned to other agencies for oper-
ations. 

(d) REIMBURSEMENT.—Whenever respon-
sibilities for the development of sensors or 
for measurements are transferred to the Ad-
ministration from another agency, the Ad-
ministration shall seek, to the extent pos-
sible, to be reimbursed for the assumption of 
such responsibilities. 
SEC. 342. DECADAL CADENCE. 

In carrying out section 341(b), the Adminis-
trator shall seek to ensure to the extent 
practicable a steady cadence of large, me-
dium, and small Earth science missions. 
SEC. 343. VENTURE CLASS MISSIONS. 

It is the sense of Congress that the Admin-
istration’s Venture class missions provide 
opportunities for innovation in the Earth 
science program, offer low-cost approaches 
for high-quality competitive science inves-
tigations, enable frequent flight opportuni-
ties to engage the Earth science and applica-
tions community, and serve as a training 
ground for students and young scientists. It 
is further the sense of Congress that the Ad-
ministration should seek to increase the 
number of Venture class projects to the ex-
tent practicable as part of a balanced Earth 
science program. 
SEC. 344. ASSESSMENT. 

The Administrator shall carry out a sci-
entific assessment of the Administration’s 
Earth science global datasets for the purpose 
of identifying those datasets that are useful 

for understanding regional changes and vari-
ability, and for informing applied science re-
search. The Administrator shall complete 
and transmit the assessment to the Com-
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology of 
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate not later than 180 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act. 

TITLE IV—AERONAUTICS 
SEC. 401. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that— 
(1) a robust aeronautics research portfolio 

will help maintain the United States status 
as a leader in aviation, enhance the competi-
tiveness of the United States in the world 
economy and improve the quality of life of 
all citizens; 

(2) aeronautics research is essential to the 
Administration’s mission, continues to be an 
important core element of the Administra-
tion’s mission and should be supported; 

(3) the Administrator should coordinate 
and consult with relevant Federal agencies 
and the private sector to minimize duplica-
tion and leverage resources; and 

(4) carrying aeronautics research to a level 
of maturity that allows the Administration’s 
research results to be transitioned to the 
users, whether private or public sector, is 
critical to their eventual adoption. 
SEC. 402. AERONAUTICS RESEARCH GOALS. 

The Administrator shall ensure that the 
Administration maintains a strong aero-
nautics research portfolio ranging from fun-
damental research through integrated sys-
tems research with specific research goals, 
including the following: 

(1) ENHANCE AIRSPACE OPERATIONS AND 
SAFETY.—The Administration’s Aeronautics 
Research Mission Directorate shall address 
research needs of the Next Generation Air 
Transportation System and identify critical 
gaps in technology which must be bridged to 
enable the implementation of the Next Gen-
eration Air Transportation System so that 
safety and productivity improvements can be 
achieved as soon as possible. 

(2) IMPROVE AIR VEHICLE PERFORMANCE.— 
The Administration’s Aeronautics Research 
Mission Directorate shall conduct research 
to improve aircraft performance and mini-
mize environmental impacts. The Associate 
Administrator for the Aeronautics Research 
Mission Directorate shall consider and pur-
sue concepts to reduce noise, emissions, and 
fuel consumption while maintaining high 
safety standards, and shall conduct research 
related to the impact of alternative fuels on 
the safety, reliability and maintainability of 
current and new air vehicles. 

(3) STRENGTHEN AVIATION SAFETY.—The Ad-
ministration’s Aeronautics Research Mission 
Directorate shall proactively address safety 
challenges associated with current and new 
air vehicles and with operations in the Na-
tion’s current and future air transportation 
system. 

(4) DEMONSTRATE CONCEPTS AT THE SYSTEM 
LEVEL.—The Administration’s Aeronautics 
Research Mission Directorate shall mature 
the most promising technologies to the point 
at which they can be demonstrated in a rel-
evant environment and shall integrate indi-
vidual components and technologies as ap-
propriate to ensure that they perform in an 
integrated manner as well as they do when 
operated individually. 
SEC. 403. UNMANNED AERIAL SYSTEMS RE-

SEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator, in 

consultation with the Administrator of the 
Federal Aviation Administration and other 
Federal agencies, shall carry out research 
and technological development to facilitate 
the safe integration of unmanned aerial sys-
tems into the National Airspace System, in-
cluding— 
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(1) positioning and navigation systems; 
(2) sense and avoid capabilities; 
(3) secure data and communication links; 
(4) flight recovery systems; and 
(5) human systems integration. 
(b) ROADMAP.—The Administrator shall up-

date a roadmap for unmanned aerial systems 
research and development and transmit this 
roadmap to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate not later than 180 days after the date 
of enactment of this Act. 

(c) COOPERATIVE UNMANNED AERIAL VEHI-
CLE ACTIVITIES.—Section 31504 of title 51, 
United States Code, is amended by inserting 
‘‘Operational flight data derived from these 
cooperative agreements shall be made avail-
able, in appropriate and usable formats, to 
the Administration and the Federal Aviation 
Administration for the development of regu-
latory standards.’’ after ‘‘in remote areas.’’. 
SEC. 404. RESEARCH PROGRAM ON COMPOSITE 

MATERIALS USED IN AERONAUTICS. 
(a) PURPOSE OF RESEARCH.—The Adminis-

trator shall continue the Administration’s 
cooperative research program with industry 
to identify and demonstrate more effective 
and safe ways of developing, manufacturing, 
and maintaining composite materials for use 
in airframes, subsystems, and propulsion 
components. 

(b) EXPOSURE OF RESEARCH TO NEXT GEN-
ERATION OF ENGINEERS AND TECHNICIANS.—To 
the extent practicable, the Administration’s 
cooperative research program with industry 
on composite materials shall provide timely 
access to that research to the next genera-
tion of engineers and technicians at univer-
sities, community colleges, and vocational 
schools, thereby helping to develop a work-
force ready to take on the development, 
manufacture, and maintenance of compo-
nents reliant on advanced composite mate-
rials. 

(c) CONSULTATION.—The Administrator, in 
overseeing the Administration’s work on 
composite materials, shall consult with rel-
evant Federal agencies and partners in in-
dustry to accelerate safe development and 
certification processes for new composite 
materials and design methods while main-
taining rigorous inspection of new composite 
materials. 

(d) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall transmit a report to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate detailing the 
Administration’s work on new composite 
materials and the coordination efforts 
among Federal agencies and industry part-
ners. 
SEC. 405. HYPERSONIC RESEARCH. 

Not later than 1 year after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Administrator, in 
consultation with other Federal agencies, 
shall develop and transmit to the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a research and development 
roadmap for hypersonic aircraft research 
with the objective of exploring hypersonic 
science and technology using air-breathing 
propulsion concepts, through a mix of theo-
retical work, basic and applied research, and 
development of flight research demonstra-
tion vehicles. The roadmap shall prescribe 
appropriate agency contributions, coordina-
tion efforts, and technology milestones. 
SEC. 406. SUPERSONIC RESEARCH. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that— 
(1) the ability to fly commercial aircraft 

over land at supersonic speeds without ad-

verse impacts on the environment or on local 
communities could open new global markets 
and enable new transportation capabilities; 
and 

(2) continuing the Administration’s re-
search program is necessary to assess the 
impact in a relevant environment of com-
mercial supersonic flight operations and pro-
vide the basis for establishing appropriate 
sonic boom standards for such flight oper-
ations. 

(b) ROADMAP FOR SUPERSONIC RESEARCH.— 
Not later than 1 year after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Administrator shall de-
velop and transmit to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate a roadmap that allows for flexible 
funding profiles for supersonic aeronautics 
research and development with the objective 
of developing and demonstrating, in a rel-
evant environment, airframe and propulsion 
technologies to minimize the environmental 
impact, including noise, of supersonic over-
land flight in an efficient and economical 
manner. The roadmap shall include— 

(1) the baseline research as embodied by 
the Administration’s existing research on su-
personic flight; 

(2) a list of specific technological, environ-
mental, and other challenges that must be 
overcome to minimize the environmental 
impact, including noise, of supersonic over-
land flight; 

(3) a research plan to address such chal-
lenges, as well as a project timeline for ac-
complishing relevant research goals; 

(4) a plan for coordination with stake-
holders, including relevant government 
agencies and industry; and 

(5) a plan for how the Administration will 
ensure that sonic boom research is coordi-
nated as appropriate with relevant Federal 
agencies. 
SEC. 407. RESEARCH ON NEXTGEN AIRSPACE 

MANAGEMENT CONCEPTS AND 
TOOLS. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—The Administrator shall, 
in consultation with other Federal agencies, 
review at least annually the alignment and 
timing of the Administration’s research and 
development activities in support of the 
NextGen airspace management moderniza-
tion initiative, and shall make any necessary 
adjustments by reprioritizing or retargeting 
the Administration’s research and develop-
ment activities in support of the NextGen 
initiative. 

(b) ANNUAL REPORTS.—The Administrator 
shall report to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate annually regarding the progress of 
the Administration’s research and develop-
ment activities in support of the NextGen 
airspace management modernization initia-
tive, including details of technologies trans-
ferred to relevant Federal agencies for even-
tual operation implementation, consultation 
with other Federal agencies, and any adjust-
ments made to research activities. 
SEC. 408. ROTORCRAFT RESEARCH. 

Not later than 1 year after the date of en-
actment of this Act, the Administrator, in 
consultation with other Federal agencies, 
shall prepare and transmit to the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a roadmap for research relat-
ing to rotorcraft and other runway-inde-
pendent air vehicles, with the objective of 
developing and demonstrating improved 
safety, noise, and environmental impact in a 
relevant environment. The roadmap shall in-

clude specific goals for the research, a 
timeline for implementation, metrics for 
success, and guidelines for collaboration and 
coordination with industry and other Fed-
eral agencies. 
SEC. 409. TRANSFORMATIVE AERONAUTICS RE-

SEARCH. 
It is the sense of Congress that the Admin-

istrator, in looking strategically into the fu-
ture and ensuring that the Administration’s 
Center personnel are at the leading edge of 
aeronautics research, should encourage in-
vestigations into the early-stage advance-
ment of new processes, novel concepts, and 
innovative technologies that have the poten-
tial to meet national aeronautics needs. The 
Administrator shall continue to ensure that 
awards for the investigation of these con-
cepts and technologies are open for competi-
tion among Administration civil servants at 
its Centers, separate from other awards open 
only to non-Administration sources. 
SEC. 410. STUDY OF UNITED STATES LEADERSHIP 

IN AERONAUTICS RESEARCH. 
(a) STUDY.—The Administrator shall enter 

into an arrangement with the National 
Academies for a study to benchmark the po-
sition of the United States in civil aero-
nautics research compared to the rest of the 
world. The study shall— 

(1) seek to define metrics by which relative 
leadership in civil aeronautics research can 
be determined; 

(2) ascertain how the United States com-
pares to other countries in the field of civil 
aeronautics research and any relevant 
trends; and 

(3) provide recommendations on what can 
be done to regain or retain global leadership, 
including— 

(A) identifying research areas where 
United States expertise has been or is at risk 
of being overtaken; 

(B) defining appropriate roles for the Ad-
ministration; 

(C) identifying public-private partnerships 
that could be formed; and 

(D) estimating the impact on the Adminis-
tration’s budget should such recommenda-
tions be implemented. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 18 months 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall provide the results of 
the study to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate. 

TITLE V—SPACE TECHNOLOGY 
SEC. 501. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that space tech-
nology is critical to— 

(1) enabling a new class of Administration 
missions beyond low-Earth orbit; 

(2) developing technologies and capabilities 
that will make the Administration’s mis-
sions more affordable and more reliable; and 

(3) improving technological capabilities 
and promoting innovation for the Adminis-
tration and the Nation. 
SEC. 502. SPACE TECHNOLOGY PROGRAM. 

(a) AMENDMENT.—Section 70507 of title 51, 
United States Code, is amended to read as 
follows: 
‘‘§ 70507. Space Technology Program author-

ized 
‘‘(a) PROGRAM AUTHORIZED.—The Adminis-

trator shall establish a Space Technology 
Program to pursue the research and develop-
ment of advanced space technologies that 
have the potential of delivering innovative 
solutions and to support human exploration 
of the solar system or advanced space 
science. The program established by the Ad-
ministrator shall take into consideration the 
recommendations of the National Acad-
emies’ review of the Administration’s Space 
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Technology roadmaps and priorities, as well 
as applicable enabling aspects of the Human 
Exploration Roadmap specified in section 
70504. In conducting the space technology 
program established under this section, the 
Administrator shall— 

‘‘(1) to the maximum extent practicable, 
use a competitive process to select projects 
to be supported as part of the program; 

‘‘(2) make use of small satellites and the 
Administration’s suborbital and ground- 
based platforms, to the extent practicable 
and appropriate, to demonstrate space tech-
nology concepts and developments; and 

‘‘(3) undertake partnerships with other 
Federal agencies, universities, private indus-
try, and other spacefaring nations, as appro-
priate. 

‘‘(b) SMALL BUSINESS PROGRAMS.—The Ad-
ministrator shall organize and manage the 
Administration’s Small Business Innovation 
Research program and Small Business Tech-
nology Transfer Program within the Space 
Technology Program. 

‘‘(c) NONDUPLICATION CERTIFICATION.—The 
Administrator shall include in the budget for 
each fiscal year, as transmitted to Congress 
under section 1105(a) of title 31, a certifi-
cation that no project, program, or mission 
undertaken by the Space Technology Pro-
gram is duplicative of any other project, pro-
gram, or mission conducted by another office 
or directorate of the Administration.’’. 

(b) COLLABORATION, COORDINATION, AND 
ALIGNMENT.—The Administrator shall ensure 
that the Administration’s projects, pro-
grams, and activities in support of tech-
nology research and development of ad-
vanced space technologies are fully coordi-
nated and aligned and that results from such 
work are shared and leveraged within the 
Administration. Projects, programs, and ac-
tivities being conducted by the Human Ex-
ploration and Operations Mission Direc-
torate in support of research and develop-
ment of advanced space technologies and 
systems focusing on human space explo-
ration should continue in that Directorate. 
The Administrator shall ensure that organi-
zational responsibility for research and de-
velopment activities in support of human 
space exploration not initiated as of the date 
of enactment of this Act is established on 
the basis of a sound rationale. The Adminis-
trator shall provide the rationale in the re-
port specified in subsection (d). 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall provide to the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a report comparing the Admin-
istration’s space technology investments 
with the high-priority technology areas iden-
tified by the National Academies in the Na-
tional Research Council’s report on the Ad-
ministration’s Space Technology Roadmaps. 
The Administrator shall identify how the 
Administration will address any gaps be-
tween the agency’s investments and the rec-
ommended technology areas, including a 
projection of funding requirements. 

(d) ANNUAL REPORT.—The Administrator 
shall include in the Administration’s annual 
budget request for each fiscal year the ra-
tionale for assigning organizational respon-
sibility for, in the year prior to the budget 
fiscal year, each initiated project, program, 
and mission focused on research and develop-
ment of advanced technologies for human 
space exploration. 

(e) TABLE OF SECTIONS AMENDMENT.—The 
item relating to section 70507 in the table of 
sections for chapter 705 of title 51, United 
States Code, is amended to read as follows: 
‘‘70507. Space Technology Program author-

ized.’’. 

SEC. 503. UTILIZATION OF THE INTERNATIONAL 
SPACE STATION FOR TECHNOLOGY 
DEMONSTRATIONS. 

The Administrator shall utilize the Inter-
national Space Station and commercial serv-
ices for space technology demonstration mis-
sions in low-Earth orbit whenever it is prac-
tical and cost effective to do so. 

TITLE VI—EDUCATION 
SEC. 601. EDUCATION. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the Administration’s missions are an 
inspiration for Americans and in particular 
for the next generation, and that this inspi-
ration has a powerful effect in stimulating 
interest in science, technology, engineering, 
and mathematics (in this section referred to 
as ‘‘STEM’’) education and careers; 

(2) the Administration’s Office of Edu-
cation and mission directorates have been ef-
fective in delivering Administration edu-
cational content because of the strong en-
gagement of Administration scientists and 
engineers in the Administration’s education 
and outreach activities; and 

(3) the Administration should be a central 
partner in contributing to the goals of the 
National Science and Technology Council’s 
Federal Science, Technology, Engineering, 
and Mathematics (STEM) Education 5-Year 
Strategic Plan. 

(b) IN GENERAL.—The Administration shall 
continue its education and outreach efforts 
to— 

(1) increase student interest and participa-
tion in STEM education; 

(2) improve public literacy in STEM; 
(3) employ proven strategies for improving 

student learning and teaching; 
(4) provide curriculum support materials; 

and 
(5) create and support opportunities for 

professional development for STEM teach-
ers. 

(c) ORGANIZATION.—In order to ensure the 
inspiration and engagement of children and 
the general public, the Administration shall 
continue its STEM education and outreach 
activities within the Science, Aeronautics 
Research, Space Operations, and Exploration 
Mission Directorates. 

(d) CONTINUATION OF EDUCATION AND OUT-
REACH ACTIVITIES AND PROGRAMS.—The Ad-
ministrator shall continue to carry out edu-
cation and outreach programs and activities 
through the Office of Education and the Ad-
ministration mission directorates and shall 
continue to engage, to the maximum extent 
practicable, Administration and Administra-
tion-supported researchers and engineers in 
carrying out those programs and activities. 

(e) CONTINUATION OF SPACE GRANT PRO-
GRAM.—The Administrator shall continue to 
operate the National Space Grant College 
and Fellowship program through a national 
network consisting of a State-based consor-
tium in each State that provides flexibility 
to the States, with the objective of providing 
hands-on research, training, and education 
programs, with measurable outcomes, to en-
hance America’s STEM education and work-
force. 

(f) REAFFIRMATION OF POLICY.—Congress 
reaffirms its commitment to informal 
science education at science centers and 
planetariums as set forth in section 616 of 
the National Aeronautics and Space Admin-
istration Authorization Act of 2005 (51 U.S.C. 
40907). 
SEC. 602. INDEPENDENT REVIEW OF THE NA-

TIONAL SPACE GRANT COLLEGE 
AND FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the National Space Grant Col-
lege and Fellowship Program, which was es-
tablished in the National Aeronautics and 

Space Administration Authorization Act of 
1988 (42 U.S.C. 2486 et seq.), has been an im-
portant program by which the Federal Gov-
ernment has partnered with State and local 
governments, universities, private industry, 
and other organizations to enhance the un-
derstanding and use of space and aeronautics 
activities and their benefits through edu-
cation, fostering of interdisciplinary and 
multidisciplinary space research and train-
ing, and supporting Federal funding for grad-
uate fellowships in space-related fields, 
among other purposes. 

(b) REVIEW.—The Administrator shall enter 
into an arrangement with the National 
Academies for— 

(1) a review of the National Space Grant 
College and Fellowship Program, including 
its structure and capabilities for supporting 
science, technology, engineering, and mathe-
matics education and training consistent 
with the National Science and Technology 
Council’s Federal Science, Technology, Engi-
neering, and Mathematics (STEM) Education 
5-Year Strategic Plan; and 

(2) recommendations on measures, if need-
ed, to enhance the Program’s effectiveness 
and mechanisms by which any increases in 
funding appropriated by Congress can be ap-
plied. 

(c) NATIONAL SPACE GRANT COLLEGE AND 
FELLOWSHIP PROGRAM AMENDMENTS.— 

(1) PURPOSES.—Section 40301 of title 51, 
United States Code, is amended— 

(A) by striking ‘‘and’’ at the end of para-
graph (5); 

(B) by striking the period at the end of 
paragraph (6) and inserting ‘‘; and’’; and 

(C) by adding at the end the following new 
paragraph: 

‘‘(7) support outreach to primary and sec-
ondary schools to help support STEM en-
gagement and learning at the K–12 level and 
to encourage K–12 students to pursue post-
secondary degrees in fields related to 
space.’’. 

(2) REGIONAL CONSORTIUM.—Section 40306 of 
title 51, United States Code, is amended— 

(A) in subsection (a)— 
(i) by redesignating paragraphs (2) and (3) 

as paragraphs (3) and (4), respectively; and 
(ii) by inserting after paragraph (1) the fol-

lowing new paragraph: 
‘‘(2) INCLUSION OF 2-YEAR INSTITUTIONS.—A 

space grant regional consortium designated 
in paragraph (1)(B) may include one or more 
2-year institutions of higher education.’’; 
and 

(B) in subsection (b)(1), by striking ‘‘para-
graphs (2)(C) and (3)(D)’’ and inserting ‘‘para-
graphs (3)(C) and (4)(D)’’. 
SEC. 603. SENSE OF CONGRESS. 

It is the sense of Congress that the Admin-
istrator should make the continuation of the 
Administration’s Minority University Re-
search and Education Program a priority in 
order to further STEM education for under-
represented students. 

TITLE VII—POLICY PROVISIONS 
SEC. 701. ASTEROID RETRIEVAL MISSION. 

(a) ASTEROID RETRIEVAL REPORT.—Not 
later than 180 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Administrator shall 
provide to the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate a 
report on the proposed Asteroid Retrieval 
Mission. Such report shall include— 

(1) a detailed budget profile, including cost 
estimates for the development of all nec-
essary technologies and spacecraft required 
for the mission; 

(2) a detailed technical plan that includes 
milestones and a specific schedule; 

(3) a description of the technologies and ca-
pabilities anticipated to be gained from the 
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proposed mission that will enable future 
human missions to Mars which could not be 
gained by lunar missions; 

(4) a description of the technologies and ca-
pabilities anticipated to be gained from the 
proposed mission that will enable future 
planetary defense missions, against impact 
threats from near-Earth objects equal to or 
greater than 140 meters in diameter, which 
could not be gained by robotic missions; and 

(5) a complete assessment by the Small 
Bodies Assessment Group and the National 
Aeronautics and Space Administration Advi-
sory Council of how the proposed mission is 
in the strategic interests of the United 
States in space exploration. 

(b) MARS FLYBY REPORT.—Not later than 60 
days after the date of enactment of this Act, 
an independent, private systems engineering 
and technical assistance organization con-
tracted by the Human Exploration Oper-
ations Mission Directorate shall transmit to 
the Administrator, the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives, and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate a report analyzing the proposal 
for a Mars Flyby human spaceflight mission 
to be launched in 2021. Such report shall in-
clude— 

(1) a technical development, test, fielding, 
and operations plan using the Space Launch 
System and other systems to successfully 
mount a Mars Flyby mission by 2021; 

(2) a description of the benefits in sci-
entific knowledge and technologies dem-
onstrated by a Mars Flyby mission to be 
launched in 2021 suitable for future Mars 
missions; and 

(3) an annual budget profile, including cost 
estimates, for the development test, fielding, 
and operations plan to carry out a Mars 
Flyby mission through 2021 and comparison 
of that budget profile to the 5-year budget 
profile contained in the President’s Budget 
request for fiscal year 2016. 

(c) ASSESSMENT.—Not later than 60 days 
after transmittal of the report specified in 
subsection (b), the Administrator shall 
transmit to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate an assessment by the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration Advisory 
Council of whether the proposal for a Mars 
Flyby Mission to be launched in 2021 is in the 
strategic interests of the United States in 
space exploration. 

(d) CREWED MISSION.—The report trans-
mitted under subsection (b) may consider a 
crewed mission with the Space Launch Sys-
tem in cis-lunar space prior to the Mars 
Flyby mission in 2021. 
SEC. 702. TERMINATION LIABILITY SENSE OF 

CONGRESS. 
It is the sense of Congress that: 
(1) The International Space Station, the 

Space Launch System, and the Orion crew 
capsule will enable the Nation to continue 
operations in low-Earth orbit and to send its 
astronauts to deep space. The James Webb 
Space Telescope will revolutionize our un-
derstanding of star and planet formation and 
how galaxies evolved and advance the search 
for the origins of our universe. As a result of 
their unique capabilities and their critical 
contribution to the future of space explo-
ration, these systems have been designated 
by Congress and the Administration as pri-
ority investments. 

(2) In addition, contractors are currently 
holding program funding, estimated to be in 
the hundreds of millions of dollars, to cover 
the potential termination liability should 
the Government choose to terminate a pro-
gram for convenience. As a result, hundreds 
of millions of taxpayer dollars are unavail-
able for meaningful work on these programs. 

(3) According to the Government Account-
ability Office, the Administration procures 
most of its goods and services through con-
tracts, and it terminates very few of them. 
In fiscal year 2010, the Administration termi-
nated 28 of 16,343 active contracts and or-
ders—a termination rate of about 0.17 per-
cent. 

(4) The Administration should vigorously 
pursue a policy on termination liability that 
maximizes the utilization of its appropriated 
funds to make maximum progress in meeting 
established technical goals and schedule 
milestones on these high-priority programs. 
SEC. 703. BASELINE AND COST CONTROLS. 

Section 30104 of title 51, United States 
Code, is amended— 

(1) in subsection (a)(1), by striking ‘‘Proce-
dural Requirements 7120.5c, dated March 22, 
2005’’ and inserting ‘‘Procedural Require-
ments 7120.5E, dated August 14, 2012’’; and 

(2) in subsection (f), by striking ‘‘beginning 
18 months after the date the Administrator 
transmits a report under subsection 
(e)(1)(A)’’ and inserting ‘‘beginning 18 
months after the Administrator makes such 
determination’’. 
SEC. 704. PROJECT AND PROGRAM RESERVES. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that the judicious use of program 
and project reserves provides the Adminis-
tration’s project and program managers with 
the flexibility needed to manage projects and 
programs to ensure that the impacts of con-
tingencies can be mitigated. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act the Admin-
istrator shall transmit to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate a report describing— 

(1) the Administration’s criteria for estab-
lishing the amount of reserves held at the 
project and program levels; 

(2) how such criteria relate to the agency’s 
policy of budgeting at a 70-percent con-
fidence level; and 

(3) the Administration’s criteria for 
waiving the policy of budgeting at a 70-per-
cent confidence level and alternative strate-
gies and mechanisms aimed at controlling 
program and project costs when a waiver is 
granted. 
SEC. 705. INDEPENDENT REVIEWS. 

Not later than 270 days after the date of 
enactment of this Act, the Administrator 
shall transmit to the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate a report describing— 

(1) the Administration’s procedures for 
conducting independent reviews of projects 
and programs at lifecycle milestones and 
how the Administration ensures the inde-
pendence of the individuals who conduct 
those reviews prior to their assignment; 

(2) the internal and external entities inde-
pendent of project and program management 
that conduct reviews of projects and pro-
grams at life cycle milestones; and 

(3) how the Administration ensures the 
independence of such entities and their 
members. 
SEC. 706. COMMERCIAL TECHNOLOGY TRANSFER 

PROGRAM. 
Section 50116(a) of title 51, United States 

Code, is amended by inserting ‘‘, while pro-
tecting national security’’ after ‘‘research 
community’’. 
SEC. 707. NATIONAL AERONAUTICS AND SPACE 

ADMINISTRATION ADVISORY COUN-
CIL. 

(a) STUDY.—The Administrator shall enter 
into an arrangement with the National 
Academy of Public Administration to assess 

the effectiveness of the NASA Advisory 
Council and to make recommendations to 
Congress for any change to— 

(1) the functions of the Council; 
(2) the appointment of members to the 

Council; 
(3) qualifications for members of the Coun-

cil; 
(4) duration of terms of office for members 

of the Council; 
(5) frequency of meetings of the Council; 
(6) the structure of leadership and Commit-

tees of the Council; and 
(7) levels of professional staffing for the 

Council. 
In carrying out the assessment, the Academy 
shall also assess the impacts of broadening 
the Council’s role to advising Congress, and 
any other issues that the Academy deter-
mines could potentially impact the effective-
ness of the Council. The Academy shall con-
sider the past activities of the NASA Advi-
sory Council, as well as the activities of 
other analogous Federal advisory bodies in 
conducting its assessment. The results of the 
assessment, including any recommendations, 
shall be transmitted to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate. 

(b) CONSULTATION AND ADVICE.—Section 
20113(g) of title 51, United States Code, is 
amended by inserting ‘‘and Congress’’ after 
‘‘advice to the Administration’’. 

(c) SUNSET.—Effective on September 30, 
2015, section 20113(g) of title 51, United 
States Code, is amended by striking ‘‘and 
Congress’’. 
SEC. 708. COST ESTIMATION. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that realistic cost estimating is 
critically important to the ultimate success 
of major space development projects. The 
Administration has devoted significant ef-
forts over the past five years to improving 
its cost estimating capabilities, but it is im-
portant that the Administration continue its 
efforts to develop and implement guidance in 
establishing realistic cost estimates. 

(b) GUIDANCE AND CRITERIA.—The Adminis-
trator shall provide to programs and projects 
and in a manner consistent with the Admin-
istration’s Space Flight Program and 
Project Management Requirements— 

(1) guidance on when an Independent Cost 
Estimate and Independent Cost Assessment 
should be used; and 

(2) the criteria to be used to make such a 
determination. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 270 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall transmit to the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a report— 

(1) describing efforts to enhance internal 
cost estimation and assessment expertise; 

(2) describing the mechanisms the Admin-
istration is using and will continue to use to 
ensure that adequate resources are dedicated 
to cost estimation; 

(3) listing the steps the Administration is 
undertaking to advance consistent imple-
mentation of the joint cost and schedule 
process; 

(4) identifying criteria used by programs 
and projects in determining when to conduct 
an Independent Cost Estimate and Inde-
pendent Cost Assessment; and 

(5) listing— 
(A) the costs of each individual Inde-

pendent Cost Estimate or Independent Cost 
Assessment activity conducted in fiscal year 
2012, fiscal year 2013, and fiscal year 2014; 

(B) the purpose of the activity; 
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(C) identification of the primary Adminis-

tration unit or outside body that conducted 
the activity; and 

(D) key findings and recommendations. 
(d) UPDATED REPORT.—Subsequent to sub-

mission of the report under subsection (c), 
for each subsequent year, the Administrator 
shall provide an update of listed elements in 
conjunction with subsequent congressional 
budget justifications. 
SEC. 709. AVOIDING ORGANIZATIONAL CON-

FLICTS OF INTEREST IN MAJOR AD-
MINISTRATION ACQUISITION PRO-
GRAMS. 

(a) REVISED REGULATIONS REQUIRED.—Not 
later than 270 days after the date of enact-
ment of this Act, the Administrator shall re-
vise the Administration Supplement to the 
Federal Acquisition Regulation to provide 
uniform guidance and recommend revised re-
quirements for organizational conflicts of in-
terest by contractors in major acquisition 
programs in order to address elements iden-
tified in subsection (b). 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The revised regulations re-
quired by subsection (a) shall, at a min-
imum— 

(1) address organizational conflicts of in-
terest that could potentially arise as a result 
of— 

(A) lead system integrator contracts on 
major acquisition programs and contracts 
that follow lead system integrator contracts 
on such programs, particularly contracts for 
production; 

(B) the ownership of business units per-
forming systems engineering and technical 
assistance functions, professional services, 
or management support services in relation 
to major acquisition programs by contrac-
tors who simultaneously own business units 
competing to perform as either the prime 
contractor or the supplier of a major sub-
system or component for such programs; 

(C) the award of major subsystem con-
tracts by a prime contractor for a major ac-
quisition program to business units or other 
affiliates of the same parent corporate enti-
ty, and particularly the award of sub-
contracts for software integration or the de-
velopment of a proprietary software system 
architecture; or 

(D) the performance by, or assistance of, 
contractors in technical evaluations on 
major acquisition programs; 

(2) ensure that the Administration receives 
advice on systems architecture and systems 
engineering matters with respect to major 
acquisition programs from objective sources 
independent of the prime contractor; 

(3) require that a contract for the perform-
ance of systems engineering and technical 
assistance functions for a major acquisition 
program contains a provision prohibiting the 
contractor or any affiliate of the contractor 
from participating as a prime contractor or 
a major subcontractor in the development of 
a system under the program; and 

(4) establish such limited exceptions to the 
requirement in paragraphs (2) and (3) as may 
be necessary to ensure that the Administra-
tion has continued access to advice on sys-
tems architecture and systems engineering 
matters from highly qualified contractors 
with domain experience and expertise, while 
ensuring that such advice comes from 
sources that are objective and unbiased. 
SEC. 710. FACILITIES AND INFRASTRUCTURE. 

(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 
Congress that— 

(1) the Administration must reverse the de-
teriorating condition of its facilities and in-
frastructure, as this condition is hampering 
the effectiveness and efficiency of research 
performed by both the Administration and 
industry participants making use of Admin-
istration facilities, thus reducing the com-

petitiveness of the United States aerospace 
industry; 

(2) the Administration has a role in pro-
viding laboratory capabilities to industry 
participants that are economically viable as 
commercial entities and thus are not avail-
able elsewhere; 

(3) to ensure continued access to reliable 
and efficient world-class facilities by re-
searchers, the Administration should seek to 
establish strategic partnerships with other 
Federal agencies, academic institutions, and 
industry, as appropriate; and 

(4) decisions on whether to dispose of, 
maintain, or modernize existing facilities 
must be made in the context of meeting fu-
ture Administration and other Federal agen-
cies’ laboratory needs, including those re-
quired to meet the activities supporting the 
Human Exploration Roadmap required by 
section 70504 of title 51, United States Code. 

(b) POLICY.—It is the policy of the United 
States that the Administration maintain re-
liable and efficient facilities and that deci-
sions on whether to dispose of, maintain, or 
modernize existing facilities be made in the 
context of meeting future Administration 
needs. 

(c) PLAN.—The Administrator shall develop 
a plan that has the goal of positioning the 
Administration to have the facilities, labora-
tories, tools, and approaches necessary to ad-
dress future Administration requirements. 
Such plan shall identify— 

(1) future Administration research and de-
velopment and testing needs; 

(2) a strategy for identifying facilities that 
are candidates for disposal, that is con-
sistent with the national strategic direction 
set forth in— 

(A) the National Space Policy; 
(B) the National Aeronautics Research, De-

velopment, Test, and Evaluation Infrastruc-
ture Plan; 

(C) National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration Authorization Acts; and 

(D) the Human Exploration Roadmap spec-
ified in section 70504 of title 51, United 
States Code; 

(3) a strategy for the maintenance, repair, 
upgrading, and modernization of the Admin-
istration’s laboratories, facilities, and equip-
ment; 

(4) criteria for prioritizing deferred main-
tenance tasks and also for upgrading or mod-
ernizing laboratories, facilities, and equip-
ment and implementing processes, plans, and 
policies for guiding the Administration’s 
Centers on whether to maintain, repair, up-
grade, or modernize a facility and for deter-
mining the type of instrument to be used; 

(5) an assessment of modifications needed 
to maximize usage of facilities that offer 
unique and highly specialized benefits to the 
aerospace industry and the American public; 
and 

(6) implementation steps, including a 
timeline, milestones, and an estimate of re-
sources required for carrying out the plan. 

(d) POLICY.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall establish and make pub-
lically available a policy that guides the Ad-
ministration’s use of existing authorities to 
out-grant, lease, excess to the General Serv-
ices Administration, sell, decommission, de-
molish, or otherwise transfer property, fa-
cilities, or infrastructure. This policy shall 
establish criteria for the use of authorities, 
best practices, standardized procedures, and 
guidelines for how to appropriately manage 
property, infrastructure, and facilities. 

(e) TRANSMITTAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall transmit the plan devel-
oped under subsection (c) to the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 

on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate. 

(f) ESTABLISHMENT OF CAPITAL FUND.—The 
Administrator shall establish a capital fund 
for the modernization of facilities and lab-
oratories. The Administrator shall ensure to 
the maximum extent practicable that all fi-
nancial savings achieved by closing outdated 
or surplus facilities at an Administration 
Center shall be made available to that Cen-
ter for the purpose of modernizing the Cen-
ter’s facilities and laboratories and for up-
grading the infrastructure at the Center. 

(g) REPORT ON CAPITAL FUND.—Expendi-
tures and other activities of the fund estab-
lished under subsection (f) shall require re-
view and approval by the Administrator and 
the status, including the amounts held in the 
capital fund, shall be reported to the Com-
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology of 
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate in conjunction with the 
Administration’s annual budget request jus-
tification for each fiscal year. 
SEC. 711. DETECTION AND AVOIDANCE OF COUN-

TERFEIT ELECTRONIC PARTS. 
(a) REGULATIONS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 270 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall revise the National Aer-
onautics and Space Administration Supple-
ment to the Federal Acquisition Regulation 
to address the detection and avoidance of 
counterfeit electronic parts. 

(2) CONTRACTOR RESPONSIBILITIES.—The re-
vised regulations issued pursuant to para-
graph (1) shall provide that— 

(A) Administration contractors who supply 
electronic parts or products that include 
electronic parts are responsible for detecting 
and avoiding the use or inclusion of counter-
feit electronic parts or suspect counterfeit 
electronic parts in such products and for any 
rework or corrective action that may be re-
quired to remedy the use or inclusion of such 
parts; and 

(B) the cost of counterfeit electronic parts 
and suspect counterfeit electronic parts and 
the cost of rework or corrective action that 
may be required to remedy the use or inclu-
sion of such parts are not allowable costs 
under Administration contracts, unless— 

(i) the covered contractor has an oper-
ational system to detect and avoid counter-
feit parts and suspect counterfeit electronic 
parts that has been reviewed and approved 
by the Administration or the Department of 
Defense; 

(ii) the covered contractor provides timely 
notice to the Administration pursuant to 
paragraph (4); or 

(iii) the counterfeit electronic parts or sus-
pect counterfeit electronic parts were pro-
vided to the contractor as Government prop-
erty in accordance with part 45 of the Fed-
eral Acquisition Regulation. 

(3) SUPPLIERS OF ELECTRONIC PARTS.—The 
revised regulations issued pursuant to para-
graph (1) shall— 

(A) require that the Administration and 
Administration contractors and subcontrac-
tors at all tiers— 

(i) obtain electronic parts that are in pro-
duction or currently available in stock from 
the original manufacturers of the parts or 
their authorized dealers, or from suppliers 
who obtain such parts exclusively from the 
original manufacturers of the parts or their 
authorized dealers; and 

(ii) obtain electronic parts that are not in 
production or currently available in stock 
from suppliers that meet qualification re-
quirements established pursuant to subpara-
graph (C); 

(B) establish documented requirements 
consistent with published industry standards 
or Government contract requirements for— 
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(i) notification of the Administration; and 
(ii) inspection, testing, and authentication 

of electronic parts that the Administration 
or an Administration contractor or subcon-
tractor obtains from any source other than a 
source described in subparagraph (A); 

(C) establish qualification requirements, 
consistent with the requirements of section 
2319 of title 10, United States Code, pursuant 
to which the Administration may identify 
suppliers that have appropriate policies and 
procedures in place to detect and avoid coun-
terfeit electronic parts and suspect counter-
feit electronic parts; and 

(D) authorize Administration contractors 
and subcontractors to identify and use addi-
tional suppliers beyond those identified pur-
suant to subparagraph (C) provided that— 

(i) the standards and processes for identi-
fying such suppliers comply with established 
industry standards; 

(ii) the contractor or subcontractor as-
sumes responsibility for the authenticity of 
parts provided by such suppliers as provided 
in paragraph (2); and 

(iii) the selection of such suppliers is sub-
ject to review and audit by appropriate Ad-
ministration officials. 

(4) TIMELY NOTIFICATION.—The revised reg-
ulations issued pursuant to paragraph (1) 
shall require that any Administration con-
tractor or subcontractor who becomes aware, 
or has reason to suspect, that any end item, 
component, part, or material contained in 
supplies purchased by the Administration, or 
purchased by a contractor or subcontractor 
for delivery to, or on behalf of, the Adminis-
tration, contains counterfeit electronic parts 
or suspect counterfeit electronic parts, shall 
provide notification to the applicable Ad-
ministration contracting officer within 30 
calendar days. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 120 days after 
the revised regulations specified in sub-
section (a) have been implemented, the Ad-
ministrator shall submit to the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a report updating the Adminis-
tration’s actions to prevent counterfeit elec-
tronic parts from entering the supply chain 
as described in its October 2011 report pursu-
ant to section 1206(d) of the National Aero-
nautics and Space Administration Author-
ization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 18444(d)). 

(c) DEFINITION.—In this section, the term 
‘‘electronic part’’ means a discrete elec-
tronic component, including a microcircuit, 
transistor, capacitor, resistor, or diode that 
is intended for use in a safety or mission 
critical application. 
SEC. 712. SPACE ACT AGREEMENTS. 

(a) COST SHARING.—To the extent that the 
Administrator determines practicable, the 
funds provided by the Government under a 
funded Space Act Agreement shall not ex-
ceed the total amount provided by other par-
ties to the Space Act Agreement. 

(b) NEED.—A funded Space Act Agreement 
may be used only when the use of a standard 
contract, grant, or cooperative agreement is 
not feasible or appropriate, as determined by 
the Associate Administrator for Procure-
ment. 

(c) PUBLIC NOTICE AND COMMENT.—The Ad-
ministrator shall make available for public 
notice and comment each proposed Space 
Act Agreement at least 30 days before enter-
ing into such agreement, with appropriate 
redactions for proprietary, sensitive, or clas-
sified information. 

(d) TRANSPARENCY.—The Administrator 
shall publicly disclose on the Administra-
tion’s website and make available in a 
searchable format each Space Act Agree-
ment, with appropriate redactions for propri-

etary, sensitive, or classified information, 
not later than 60 days after such agreement 
is signed. 

(e) ANNUAL REPORT.— 
(1) REQUIREMENT.—Not later than 90 days 

after the end of each fiscal year, the Admin-
istrator shall submit to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate a report on the use of Space Act 
Agreement authority by the Administration 
during the previous fiscal year. 

(2) CONTENTS.—The report shall include for 
each Space Act Agreement in effect at the 
time of the report— 

(A) an indication of whether the agreement 
is a reimbursable, nonreimbursable, or fund-
ed Space Act Agreement; 

(B) a description of— 
(i) the subject and terms; 
(ii) the parties; 
(iii) the responsible— 
(I) mission directorate; 
(II) center; or 
(III) headquarters element; 
(iv) the value; 
(v) the extent of the cost sharing among 

Federal Government and non-Federal 
sources; 

(vi) the time period or schedule; and 
(vii) all milestones; and 
(C) an indication of whether the agreement 

was renewed during the previous fiscal year. 
(3) ANTICIPATED AGREEMENTS.—The report 

shall also include a list of all anticipated re-
imbursable, nonreimbursable, and funded 
Space Act Agreements for the upcoming fis-
cal year. 

(4) CUMULATIVE PROGRAM BENEFITS.—The 
report shall also include, with respect to the 
Space Act Agreements covered by the report, 
a summary of— 

(A) the technology areas in which research 
projects were conducted under such agree-
ments; 

(B) the extent to which the use of the 
Space Act Agreements— 

(i) has contributed to a broadening of the 
technology and industrial base available for 
meeting Administration needs; and 

(ii) has fostered within the technology and 
industrial base new relationships and prac-
tices that support the United States; and 

(C) the total amount of value received by 
the Federal Government during the fiscal 
year pursuant to such Space Act Agree-
ments. 
SEC. 713. HUMAN SPACEFLIGHT ACCIDENT IN-

VESTIGATIONS. 
Section 70702(a) of title 51, United States 

Code, is amended by striking paragraph (3) 
and inserting the following: 

‘‘(3) any other orbital or suborbital space 
vehicle carrying humans— 

‘‘(A) that is owned by the Federal Govern-
ment; or 

‘‘(B) that is being used pursuant to a con-
tract or Space Act Agreement, as defined in 
section 2 of the National Aeronautics and 
Space Administration Authorization Act of 
2015, with the Federal Government for car-
rying a researcher or payload funded by the 
Federal Government; or’’. 
SEC. 714. FULLEST COMMERCIAL USE OF SPACE. 

(a) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall transmit to the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate a report on current and con-
tinuing efforts by the Administration to 
‘‘seek and encourage, to the maximum ex-
tent possible, the fullest commercial use of 
space,’’ as described in section 20102(c) of 
title 51, United States Code. 

(b) ELEMENTS.—The report required under 
subsection (a) shall include— 

(1) an assessment of the Administration’s 
efforts to comply with the policy; 

(2) an explanation of criteria used to define 
compliance; 

(3) a description of programs, policies, and 
activities the Administration is using, and 
will continue to use, to ensure compliance; 

(4) an explanation of how the Administra-
tion could expand on the efforts to comply; 
and 

(5) a summary of all current and planned 
activities pursuant to this policy. 

(c) BARRIERS TO FULLEST COMMERCIAL USE 
OF SPACE.—Not later than 90 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act, the Adminis-
trator shall transmit to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate a report on current and con-
tinuing efforts by the Administration to re-
duce impediments, bureaucracy, redundancy, 
and burdens to ensure the fullest commercial 
use of space as required by section 20102(c) of 
title 51, United States Code. 
SEC. 715. ORBITAL DEBRIS. 

(a) FINDINGS.—Congress finds that orbital 
debris poses serious risks to the operational 
space capabilities of the United States and 
that an international commitment and inte-
grated strategic plan are needed to mitigate 
the growth of orbital debris wherever pos-
sible. Congress finds the delay in the Office 
of Science and Technology Policy’s submis-
sion of a report on the status of inter-
national coordination and development of 
mitigation strategies to be inconsistent with 
such risks. 

(b) REPORTS.— 
(1) COORDINATION.—Not later than 90 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall provide the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate with a report on the status of 
efforts to coordinate with countries within 
the Inter-Agency Space Debris Coordination 
Committee to mitigate the effects and 
growth of orbital debris as required by sec-
tion 1202(b)(1) of the National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration Authorization Act 
of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 18441(b)(1)). 

(2) MITIGATION STRATEGY.—Not later than 
90 days after the date of enactment of this 
Act, the Director of the Office of Science and 
Technology Policy shall provide the Com-
mittee on Science, Space, and Technology of 
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate with a report on the sta-
tus of the orbital debris mitigation strategy 
required under section 1202(b)(2) of the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Administra-
tion Authorization Act of 2010 (42 U.S.C. 
18441(b)(2)). 
SEC. 716. REVIEW OF ORBITAL DEBRIS REMOVAL 

CONCEPTS. 
(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 

Congress that the amount of orbital debris in 
low-Earth orbit poses risks for human activi-
ties and robotic spacecraft and that this de-
bris may increase due to collisions between 
existing debris objects. Understanding op-
tions to address and remove orbital debris is 
important for ensuring safe and effective 
spacecraft operations in low-Earth orbit. 

(b) REVIEW.—The Administrator, in col-
laboration with other relevant Federal agen-
cies, shall solicit and review concepts and 
technological options for removing orbital 
debris from low-Earth orbit. The solicitation 
and review shall also address the require-
ments for and feasibility of developing and 
implementing each of the options. 
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(c) TRANSMITTAL.—Not later than 270 days 

after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall provide a report to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate on the solicita-
tion and review required under subsection 
(b). 
SEC. 717. USE OF OPERATIONAL COMMERCIAL 

SUBORBITAL VEHICLES FOR RE-
SEARCH, DEVELOPMENT, AND EDU-
CATION. 

(a) POLICY.—The Administrator shall de-
velop a policy on the use of operational com-
mercial reusable suborbital flight vehicles 
for carrying out scientific and engineering 
investigations and educational activities. 

(b) PLAN.—The Administrator shall prepare 
a plan on the Administration’s use of oper-
ational commercial reusable suborbital 
flight vehicles for carrying out scientific and 
engineering investigations and educational 
activities. The plan shall— 

(1) describe the purposes for which the Ad-
ministration intends to use such vehicles; 

(2) describe the processes required to sup-
port such use, including the criteria used to 
determine which scientific and engineering 
investigations and educational activities are 
selected for a suborbital flight; 

(3) describe Administration, space flight 
operator, and supporting contractor respon-
sibilities for developing standard payload 
interfaces and conducting payload safety 
analyses, payload integration and proc-
essing, payload operations, and safety assur-
ance for Administration-sponsored space 
flight participants, among other functions 
required to fly Administration-sponsored 
payloads and space flight participants on 
operational commercial suborbital vehicles; 

(4) identify Administration-provided hard-
ware, software, or services that may be pro-
vided to commercial reusable suborbital 
space flight operators on a cost-reimbursable 
basis, through agreements or contracts en-
tered into under section 20113(e) of title 51, 
United States Code; and 

(5) describe the United States Government 
and space flight operator responsibilities for 
liability and indemnification with respect to 
commercial suborbital vehicle flights that 
involve Administration-sponsored payloads 
or activities, Administration-supported 
space flight participants, or other Adminis-
tration-related contributions. 

(c) ASSESSMENT OF CAPABILITIES AND 
RISKS.—The Administrator shall assess and 
characterize the potential capabilities and 
performance of commercial reusable sub-
orbital vehicles for addressing scientific re-
search, including research requiring access 
to low-gravity and microgravity environ-
ments, for carrying out technology dem-
onstrations related to science, exploration, 
or space operations requirements, and for 
providing opportunities for educating and 
training space scientists and engineers, once 
those vehicles become operational. The as-
sessment shall also characterize the risks of 
using potential commercial reusable sub-
orbital flights to Administration-sponsored 
researchers and scientific investigations and 
flight hardware. 

(d) TRANSMITTAL.—Not later than 1 year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall transmit the plan and 
assessment described in subsections (b) and 
(c) to the Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology of the House of Representatives 
and the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate. 

(e) ANNUAL PROGRESS REPORTS.—In con-
junction with the Administration’s annual 
budget request justification for each fiscal 
year, the Administrator shall transmit a re-
port to the Committee on Science, Space, 

and Technology of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate 
describing progress in carrying out the Com-
mercial Reusable Suborbital Research Pro-
gram, including the number and type of sub-
orbital missions planned in each fiscal year. 

(f) INDEMNIFICATION AND LIABILITY.—The 
Administrator shall not proceed with a re-
quest for proposals, award any contract, 
commit any United States Government 
funds, or enter into any other agreement for 
the provision of a commercial reusable sub-
orbital vehicle launch service for an Admin-
istration-sponsored spaceflight participant 
until transmittal of the plan and assessment 
specified in subsections (b) and (c), the liabil-
ity issues associated with the use of such 
systems by the United States Government 
have been addressed, and the liability and in-
demnification provisions that are planned to 
be included in such contracts or agreements 
have been provided to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate. 
SEC. 718. FUNDAMENTAL SPACE LIFE AND PHYS-

ICAL SCIENCES RESEARCH. 
(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It the sense of 

Congress that fundamental, discovery-based 
space life and physical sciences research is 
critical for enabling space exploration, pro-
tecting humans in space, and providing soci-
etal benefits, and that the space environ-
ment facilitates the advancement of under-
standing of the life sciences and physical 
sciences. Space life and physical science re-
search contributes to advancing science, 
technology, engineering, and mathematics 
research, and provides careers and training 
opportunities in academia, Federal labora-
tories, and commercial industry. Congress 
encourages the Administrator to augment 
discovery-based fundamental research and to 
establish requirements reflecting the impor-
tance of such research in keeping with the 
priorities established in the National Acad-
emies’ decadal survey entitled ‘‘Recapturing 
a Future for Space Exploration: Life and 
Physical Sciences Research for a New Era’’. 

(b) BUDGET REQUEST.—The Administrator 
shall include as part of the Administration’s 
annual budget request for each fiscal year a 
budget line for fundamental space life and 
physical sciences research, devoted to com-
petitive, peer-reviewed grants, that is sepa-
rate from the International Space Station 
Operations account. 

(c) STRATEGIC PLAN.— 
(1) DEVELOPMENT.—The Administrator, in 

consultation with academia, other Federal 
agencies, and other potential stakeholders, 
shall develop a strategic plan for carrying 
out competitive, peer-reviewed fundamental 
space life science and physical sciences and 
related technology research, among other ac-
tivities, consistent with the priorities in the 
National Academies’ decadal survey de-
scribed in subsection (a). 

(2) TRANSMITTAL.—Not later than 270 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Administrator shall transmit the strategic 
plan developed under paragraph (1) to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate. 
SEC. 719. RESTORING COMMITMENT TO ENGI-

NEERING RESEARCH. 
(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 

Congress that engineering excellence has 
long been a hallmark of the Administration’s 
ability to make significant advances in aero-
nautics and space exploration. However, as 
has been noted in recent National Academies 
reports, increasingly constrained funding 

and competing priorities have led to an ero-
sion of the Administration’s commitment to 
basic engineering research. This research 
provides the basis for the technology devel-
opment that enables the Administration’s 
many challenging missions to succeed. If 
current trends continue, the Administra-
tion’s ability to attract and maintain the 
best and brightest engineering workforce at 
its Centers as well as its ability to remain on 
the cutting edge of aeronautical and space 
technology will continue to erode and will 
threaten the Administration’s ability to be a 
world leader in aeronautics research and de-
velopment and space exploration. 

(b) PLAN.—The Administrator shall develop 
a plan for restoring a meaningful basic engi-
neering research program at the Administra-
tion’s Centers, including, as appropriate, col-
laborations with industry, universities, and 
other relevant organizations. The plan shall 
identify the organizational approach to be 
followed, an initial set of basic research pri-
orities, and a proposed budget. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 180 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall transmit the plan specified 
in subsection (b) to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate. 
SEC. 720. LIQUID ROCKET ENGINE DEVELOP-

MENT PROGRAM. 
The Administrator shall consult with the 

Secretary of Defense to ensure that any next 
generation liquid rocket engine made in the 
United States for national security space 
launch objectives can contribute, to the ex-
tent practicable, to the space programs and 
missions carried out by the Administration. 
SEC. 721. REMOTE SATELLITE SERVICING DEM-

ONSTRATIONS. 
(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 

Congress that— 
(1) the Administration plays a key role in 

demonstrating the feasibility of using 
robotic technologies for a spacecraft that 
could autonomously access, inspect, repair, 
and refuel satellites; 

(2) demonstrating this feasibility would 
both assist the Administration in its future 
missions and provide other Federal agencies 
and private sector entities with enhanced 
confidence in the feasibility to robotically 
refuel, inspect, repair, and maintain their 
satellites in both near and distant orbits; 
and 

(3) the capability to refuel, inspect, repair, 
and maintain satellites robotically could add 
years of functional life to satellites. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 120 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministrator shall transmit a report to the 
Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate describing the 
Administration’s— 

(1) activities, tools, and techniques associ-
ated with the ultimate goal of autonomously 
servicing satellites using robotic spacecraft; 

(2) efforts to coordinate its technology de-
velopment and demonstrations with other 
Federal agencies and private sector entities 
that conduct programs, projects, or activi-
ties on on-orbit satellite inspection and serv-
icing capabilities; 

(3) efforts to leverage the work of these 
Federal agencies and private sector entities 
into the Administration’s plans; 

(4) accomplishments to date in dem-
onstrating various servicing technologies; 

(5) major technical and operational chal-
lenges encountered and mitigation measures 
taken; and 

(6) demonstrations needed to increase con-
fidence in the use of the technologies for 
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operational missions, and the timeframe for 
these demonstrations. 
SEC. 722. INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY GOVERN-

ANCE. 
(a) SENSE OF CONGRESS.—It is the sense of 

Congress that information security is cen-
tral to the Administration’s ability to pro-
tect information and information systems 
vital to its mission. 

(b) STUDY.—The Comptroller General of 
the United States shall conduct a study to 
assess the effectiveness of the Administra-
tion’s Information Technology Governance. 
The study shall include an assessment of— 

(1) the resources available for overseeing 
Administration-wide information technology 
operations, investments, and security meas-
ures and the Chief Information Officer’s visi-
bility into and access to those resources; 

(2) the effectiveness of the Administra-
tion’s decentralized information technology 
structure, decisionmaking processes and au-
thorities and its ability to enforce informa-
tion security; and 

(3) the impact of providing the Chief Infor-
mation Officer approval authority over in-
formation technology investments that ex-
ceed a defined monetary threshold and any 
potential impacts of the Chief Information 
Officer having such authority on the Admin-
istration’s missions, flights programs and 
projects, research activities, and Center op-
erations. 

(c) REPORT.—Not later than 1 year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General shall transmit a report de-
tailing the results of the study conducted 
under subsection (b) to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate. 
SEC. 723. STRENGTHENING ADMINISTRATION SE-

CURITY. 
(a) FINDINGS.—Congress makes the fol-

lowing findings: 
(1) Following the public disclosure of secu-

rity and export control violations at its re-
search centers, the Administration con-
tracted with the National Academy of Public 
Administration to conduct an independent 
assessment of how the Administration car-
ried out Foreign National Access Manage-
ment practices and other security matters. 

(2) The assessment by the National Acad-
emy of Public Administration concluded 
that ‘‘NASA networks are compromised’’, 
that the Administration lacked a standard-
ized and systematic approach to export com-
pliance, and that individuals within the Ad-
ministration were not held accountable when 
making serious, preventable errors in car-
rying out Foreign National Access Manage-
ment practices and other security matters. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 90 days after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Ad-
ministration shall report to the Committee 
on Science, Space, and Technology of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate on how it plans to address each 
of the recommendations made in the secu-
rity assessment by the National Academy of 
Public Administration and the recommenda-
tions made by the Government Account-
ability Office and the Administration’s Of-
fice of the Inspector General regarding secu-
rity and safeguarding export control infor-
mation. 

(c) REVIEW.—Not later than one year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Comp-
troller General of the United States shall re-
port to the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate 
its assessment of how the Administration 

has complied with the recommendations de-
scribed in subsection (b). 
SEC. 724. PROHIBITION ON USE OF FUNDS FOR 

CONTRACTORS THAT HAVE COM-
MITTED FRAUD OR OTHER CRIMES. 

None of the funds authorized to be appro-
priated or otherwise made available for fis-
cal year 2015 or any fiscal year thereafter for 
the Administration may be used to enter 
into a contract with any offeror or any of its 
principals if the offeror certifies, pursuant to 
the Federal Acquisition Regulation, that the 
offeror or any of its principals— 

(1) within a three-year period preceding the 
offer has been convicted of or had a civil 
judgment rendered against it for— 

(A) commission of fraud or a criminal of-
fense in connection with obtaining, attempt-
ing to obtain, or performing a public (Fed-
eral, State, or local) contract or subcontract; 

(B) violation of Federal or State antitrust 
statutes relating to the submission of offers; 
or 

(C) commission of embezzlement, theft, 
forgery, bribery, falsification or destruction 
of records, making false statements, tax eva-
sion, violating Federal criminal tax laws, or 
receiving stolen property; 

(2) are presently indicted for, or otherwise 
criminally or civilly charged by a govern-
mental entity with, commission of any of 
the offenses enumerated in paragraph (1); or 

(3) within a three-year period preceding the 
offer, has been notified of any delinquent 
Federal taxes in an amount that exceeds 
$3,000 for which the liability remains 
unsatisfied. 
SEC. 725. PROTECTION OF APOLLO LANDING 

SITES. 
(a) ASSESSMENT.—The Director of the Of-

fice of Science and Technology Policy, in 
consultation with all relevant agencies of 
the Federal Government and other appro-
priate entities and individuals, shall carry 
out a review and assessment of the issues in-
volved in protecting and preserving histori-
cally important Apollo Program lunar land-
ing sites and Apollo program artifacts resid-
ing on the lunar surface, including those per-
taining to Apollo 11 and Apollo 17. The re-
view and assessment shall, at a minimum, 
include determination of what risks to the 
protection and preservation of those sites 
and artifacts exist or may exist in the fu-
ture, what measures are required to ensure 
such protection and preservation, the extent 
to which additional domestic legislation or 
international treaties or agreements will be 
required, and specific recommendations for 
protecting and preserving those lunar land-
ing sites and artifacts. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than one year after 
the date of enactment of this Act, the Direc-
tor shall transmit to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology of the House 
of Representatives and the Committee on 
Commerce, Science, and Transportation of 
the Senate the results of the assessment re-
quired under subsection (a). 
SEC. 726. ASTRONAUT OCCUPATIONAL 

HEALTHCARE. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The National Academies’ 

Institute of Medicine report ‘‘Health Stand-
ards for Long Duration and Exploration 
Spaceflight: Ethics Principles, Responsibil-
ities, and Decision Framework’’ found that 
the Administration has ethical responsibil-
ities for and should adopt policies and proc-
esses related to health standards for long du-
ration and exploration spaceflights that rec-
ognize those ethical responsibilities. In par-
ticular, the report recommended that the 
Administration ‘‘provide preventative long- 
term health screening and surveillance of as-
tronauts and lifetime health care to protect 
their health, support ongoing evaluation of 
health standards, improve mission safety, 

and reduce risks for current and future as-
tronauts’’. 

(b) RESPONSE.—The Administration shall 
prepare a response to the National Acad-
emies report recommendation described in 
subsection (a). The response shall include the 
estimated budgetary resources required for 
the implementation of those recommenda-
tions, and any options that might be consid-
ered as part of the response. 

(c) TRANSMITTAL.—The response required 
under subsection (b) shall be transmitted to 
the Committee on Science, Space, and Tech-
nology of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate not later than 
6 months after the date of enactment of this 
Act. 
SEC. 727. SENSE OF CONGRESS ON ACCESS TO 

OBSERVATIONAL DATA SETS. 
It is the sense of Congress that the Admin-

istration should prioritize the development 
of tools and interfaces that make publicly 
available observational data sets more easy 
to access, analyze, manipulate, and under-
stand for students, teachers, and the Amer-
ican public at large, with a particular focus 
on K–12 and undergraduate STEM education 
settings. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Mississippi (Mr. PALAZZO) and the gen-
tlewoman from Maryland (Ms. 
EDWARDS) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Mississippi. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
may have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Mississippi? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, this is truly a bipar-

tisan bill. The House should be proud of 
the work the committee has done and 
continues to do to be inclusive of Mem-
bers on both sides of the aisle. 

In a time of partisanship on Capitol 
Hill, both Republicans and Democrats 
came together last year to craft legis-
lation that moves beyond congres-
sional districts and parochial interests. 

This bill provides clear and con-
sistent guidance to NASA. The author-
ization levels are responsible and con-
sistent with the Consolidated and Fur-
ther Continuing Appropriations Act of 
2015. It also continues looking to NASA 
to provide a strategic roadmap that 
will guide exploration development in 
the future. 

Space Subcommittee Ranking Mem-
ber DONNA EDWARDS and I worked long 
days to put this legislation together 
last year. While Ms. EDWARDS and I 
don’t always agree, we are united in 
our unwavering support for NASA and 
space exploration during this crucial 
time in our Nation’s history. We are 
committed to once more launching 
American astronauts on American 
rockets from American soil. 

I know many of our colleagues agree 
that American leadership in space is 
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both a matter of national pride, but 
also of national security; yet over the 
last decade, the human exploration 
program at NASA has been plagued 
with instability from constantly 
changing requirements, budgets, and 
missions. 

We cannot continue changing our 
program of record every time there is a 
new President. We must be consistent 
in our commitment to human explo-
ration. 

As identified by numerous reports 
and committees, NASA needs Congress 
to provide consistency of purpose. That 
commitment is reflected in today’s bi-
partisan bill, and I am confident it will 
continue into the future. 

The bill before us today requires the 
agency to develop a human exploration 
roadmap and provides a framework to 
build an executable plan for future ex-
ploration efforts. NASA must use this 
plan as an opportunity to utilize assets 
from all the mission directorates to 
find the most efficient and effective 
ways to build technologies and capa-
bilities within constrained budgets. 

Both the Space Launch System and 
Orion crew vehicle are reaffirmed in 
this bill, consistent with the NASA Au-
thorization Act of 2010, which laid out 
very clear guidelines and direction for 
the development of these systems. 

This bill authorizes ample funding 
for the Commercial Crew Program to 
ensure safe and ontime development of 
domestic access to the international 
space station. There are also oversight 
provisions to ensure transparency dur-
ing the development of these systems. 

This agreement represents an under-
standing that both our Commercial 
Crew partners and those developing 
SLS and Orion have a crucial role to 
play in ending our reliance on Russian 
rockets. 

NASA must develop a concrete plan 
for the future of human exploration if 
we have any hope of ensuring Amer-
ica’s leadership in space. This bill 
tasks the scientists and engineers at 
NASA, rather than the administration, 
to develop such a plan. 

As a study last year from the Na-
tional Academy of Sciences pointed 
out, ‘‘a return to extended surface op-
erations on the Moon would make sig-
nificant contributions to a strategy ul-
timately aimed at landing people on 
Mars.’’ 

I hope that the roadmap NASA pro-
duces in response to this bill will also 
incorporate the valued guidance from 
the National Academies, as well as the 
NASA Advisory Council, the Aerospace 
Safety Advisory Panel, and the many 
other groups that advise NASA. 

Our bill is not perfect, but it rep-
resents a serious bipartisan commit-
ment to space exploration at a critical 
time in our Nation’s space exploration 
history. As a good steward of taxpayer 
dollars, I will continue to raise ques-
tions and concerns over NASA’s budg-
ets. 

For instance, since 2007, NASA’s 
earth science budget grew almost 75 

percent while NASA’s exploration 
budget remained stagnant. Even with 
these historic increases, I am worried 
that the additional responsibilities 
being thrust on NASA by NOAA and 
USGS will consume NASA’s already 
challenged budget even more. 

The administration continues to ad-
vocate for an ever-changing and poorly 
justified asteroid mission which was 
universally criticized by all of NASA’s 
advisory groups. One study from the 
National Academies even called a por-
tion of the mission a ‘‘dead-end tech-
nology.’’ 

In these budget-constrained times, 
NASA must be frugal with its precious 
exploration resources and focus on core 
developments, such as the SLS and 
Orion, which will provide the founda-
tion for any potential deep space mis-
sions in the future. 

I also have interest in strengthening 
provisions dealing with cumbersome 
termination liability requirements, 
and I hope those can be addressed as we 
work with the Senate. 

American leadership in space depends 
on our ability to put people and sound 
policy ahead of politics. This is what 
we have tried to do with this House 
bill. This bill has been tested, debated, 
and passed multiple times over the last 
year. 

It has passed the subcommittee, full 
committee, and the House once al-
ready, and I urge our friends in the 
Senate to move forward with us by 
adopting our commonsense com-
promise and passing the House bill. Our 
Nation’s space program needs this leg-
islation. 

Space exploration has always had its 
challenges, but the United States has 
always risen to the occasion. This 
country was built by people who dream 
big and do the hard things. 

I believe the decisions we make 
today will determine whether the U.S. 
maintains its leadership in space to-
morrow. In the future, as in the past, I 
hope we will be able to focus mission 
priorities and goals to ensure our best 
chances of success. 

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself such time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank the 
gentleman from Mississippi because it 
has been truly a pleasure to try to 
work on something where we are not 
working for perfection, but we are 
looking to find agreement and to do 
the best thing possible that supports 
the goals of NASA and all of the space 
industry, but also so that we get some-
thing done in this Congress. 

I could not have found a more cooper-
ative and helpful working relationship 
than that that I have with Mr. 
PALAZZO. 

I also want to thank the chairman of 
the full committee, LAMAR SMITH, and 
our ranking member, EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON—both of Texas—for sup-
porting a process that leads us to the 
point we are today. 

This bipartisan bill that we are con-
sidering, the NASA Authorization Act 
of 2015, is largely identical to a bill 
that passed the House last year, H.R. 
4412, and it passed with overwhelming 
support by a vote of 401–2. Unfortu-
nately, time ran out during the last 
Congress before the Senate was able to 
take final action to reauthorize NASA, 
and so here we are. 

H.R. 810 authorizes appropriations for 
1 year, consistent with the funding lev-
els enacted for fiscal year 2015. Other 
than relevant date changes, the bill re-
mains unchanged from last year’s bi-
partisan, House-passed H.R. 4412 and 
retains the important and timely pol-
icy direction that NASA needs now to 
ensure stability and to sustain max-
imum progress on its programs. 

Mr. Speaker, building on the founda-
tion set in H.R. 810, I and my col-
leagues on the Science, Space, and 
Technology Committee will be able to 
begin work on a multiyear NASA au-
thorization once H.R. 810 is enacted 
into law, so we have set the process in 
place. 

Why is this bipartisan bill important, 
and why am I urging my colleagues in 
the House to vote ‘‘yes’’ on this bill 
should it come to a vote? 

Mr. Speaker, the developments in our 
Nation’s civil space program never 
cease to amaze us and never cease to 
inspire countless individuals not only 
in the United States, but across the 
globe. NASA, as a multimission agen-
cy, makes these awe-inspiring con-
tributions not only in human explo-
ration, but across the disciplines of 
space and earth science, in the develop-
ment of innovative technologies, in 
human spaceflight operations and bio-
medical research, and in aeronautics. 
It is this multipronged approach that 
we support today. 

In the sciences, NASA is making 
good progress on developing the James 
Webb Space Telescope, the next major 
observatory to follow the Hubble Space 
Telescope. 

b 1645 

NASA researchers are using data col-
lected from space to identify new plan-
ets orbiting stars other than our Sun, 
to increase our scientific under-
standing of Mars and other planets in 
the solar system, to uncover critical 
information about our home planet, 
Earth, and its climate, and to study 
the Sun and space weather. These pro-
grams will lead to new discoveries and 
deepen our scientific knowledge. In 
fact, much of NASA’s work also bene-
fits our society in terms of new tech-
nologies and applied research that can 
improve the quality of life of all of our 
citizens. 

NASA is taking critical steps now in 
building the systems that will eventu-
ally take humans, as my colleague has 
said, into deep space. NASA is also 
overseeing recently awarded contracts 
to commercial companies that will de-
velop, test, and seek certification for 
the U.S. commercial space vehicles 
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that will take NASA astronauts safely 
to and from the international space 
station, thereby relieving our sole reli-
ance on Russian partners for access to 
low-Earth orbit. 

We remain committed to a Commer-
cial Crew Program that makes the 
most efficient use of taxpayer dollars; 
and as NASA and commercial partners 
embark on these projects, this bill that 
we are taking up today puts the high-
est priority for NASA’s Commercial 
Crew Program on ensuring the safety 
of our astronauts. 

NASA is continuing to lead the high-
ly successful international space sta-
tion partnership, expand the use of the 
ISS for commercial, scientific, and ex-
ploration-oriented research, and gather 
critical biomedical information. The 
ISS is the only orbiting laboratory on 
which we can prepare for further 
human exploration and operations in 
outer space. 

The upcoming study of astronaut 
Scott Kelly, who will soon begin a 
year’s stint on the ISS, and his twin 
brother, Mark, a former astronaut who 
will serve as a control subject, is an 
important undertaking in that regard. 
We need to examine measures to mon-
itor Scott’s health and the health of 
the NASA family of astronauts both in 
space and on the ground to gain a long- 
term perspective on the effects of 
spaceflight. 

Mr. Speaker, if NASA is to be as pro-
ductive as it can be, it will require con-
stancy of purpose and policy direction. 
In order for our Nation’s space and aer-
onautics program to succeed, this bi-
partisan bill provides that constancy. 
H.R. 810 sets the long-term course of 
sending humans to the surface of Mars 
and directs NASA to provide a human 
exploration roadmap, outlining the ca-
pabilities and milestones needed to 
achieve that goal. Recognizing two of 
the primary systems needed to accom-
plish the goal—the Space Launch Sys-
tem, SLS, and Orion crew capsule—this 
bill directs the expeditious develop-
ment, test, and achievement of SLS 
and Orion as the highest priority of 
NASA’s human exploration program. 

Further, H.R. 810 also ensures that 
NASA maintains a strong aeronautics 
research portfolio, ranging from funda-
mental research through integrated 
systems, and it reaffirms the impor-
tance of NASA’s education activities. 
NASA’s successful STEM education 
program brings the expertise of its re-
searchers and engineers to bear on 
STEM activities. That is science, tech-
nology, engineering, and math. This 
bill encourages the administration to 
continue in that vein. 

In addition, the bill includes provi-
sions to advance our scientific and 
technical knowledge of orbital debris— 
or space junk—and near-Earth aster-
oids so that we in Congress can better 
understand the options for mitigating 
the risks that they pose. 

In closing, NASA is a crown jewel of 
our Federal Government. Its workers 
are an important component in our 

workforce, and the workers through 
the industry are important to us as 
well. NASA’s space and aeronautics 
programs help maintain our competi-
tiveness. They serve as a catalyst for 
innovation and economic growth, and 
they inspire the next generation to 
dream big and garner the skills to turn 
those dreams into action. 

NASA and our space program have a 
long history of bipartisan support. 
That continues today. NASA needs our 
constancy of purpose and policy direc-
tion now, and this 1-year bill puts us on 
track to do just that. We will build on 
that baseline as we work toward a 
multiyear authorization over the com-
ing year. I look forward to doing that 
with my colleagues on the committee, 
and particularly with my colleague 
from Mississippi. 

At this point, I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 4 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. SMITH), the chairman of the full 
Committee on Science, Space, and 
Technology. 

Mr. SMITH of Texas. Mr. Speaker, let 
me thank the chairman of the Sub-
committee on Space for yielding me 
time. I also want to thank him and 
DONNA EDWARDS, EDDIE BERNICE JOHN-
SON, and MO BROOKS for sponsoring this 
bipartisan legislation. 

NASA has accomplished some of the 
most inspiring and technologically ad-
vanced space initiatives in the history 
of humankind. This bill, H.R. 810, the 
NASA Authorization Act of 2015, helps 
ensure that the United States will con-
tinue its proud tradition of being a 
world leader in space exploration. 

For more than 50 years, the U.S. has 
led the world in space exploration. The 
U.S. was the first nation to put a 
human on the Moon, and NASA’s Voy-
ager 1, an American space mission, was 
the first human-made object to enter 
interstellar space. 

Our astronauts are national heroes. 
Alan Shepard, John Glenn, Neil Arm-
strong, Buzz Aldrin, and Sally Ride are 
household names. Today’s astronauts 
motivate students to study science, 
technology, engineering, and mathe-
matics and to reach for the stars. 

Space exploration is an investment 
in our Nation’s future, sometimes our 
long-term future. This bill expresses 
bipartisan confidence in America’s 
space initiatives. 

The bill is nearly identical to the one 
that passed the House last year by a 
vote of 401–2. It is consistent with cur-
rent funding levels found in the Con-
solidated and Further Continuing Ap-
propriations Act for 2015. It contains 
provisions for the development of 
American rockets that will take cargo 
and people to low-Earth orbit and be-
yond. It supports the James Webb 
Space Telescope, which will identify 
and characterize new planets in our 
galaxy and help researchers look back 
in time to see how the universe began. 

It directs NASA to continue to focus 
resources on the detection of near- 

Earth asteroids that may threaten the 
Earth and its inhabitants. It instructs 
NASA to design and send a robotic mis-
sion to Jupiter’s moon Europa to see if 
any form of life exists in the waters 
under its icy surface. It directs NASA 
to work with the National Academies 
to put together a strategy for finding 
more exoplanets. 

The bill also requires NASA to de-
velop a human exploration roadmap, 
similar to the recommendation made 
in last year’s National Academy of 
Sciences report. This roadmap will pro-
vide a long-term plan for future human 
space exploration. 

Finally, this bill is an example of 
how well Congress can work together 
to accomplish an objective that bene-
fits the entire Nation. I again want to 
thank Mr. PALAZZO, chairman of the 
Subcommittee on Space, and Ms. 
EDWARDS, ranking member of the Sub-
committee on Space, for finding com-
mon ground on this bill. I also want to 
thank the ranking member of the full 
committee, EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas and Representative MO BROOKS 
from Alabama, for supporting this bill 
as well. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ 
and to help ensure that the United 
States maintains its leadership in 
space. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
such time as she may consume to the 
gentlewoman from Texas (Ms. EDDIE 
BERNICE JOHNSON), the ranking mem-
ber of the Committee on Science, 
Space, and Technology. 

Ms. EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON of 
Texas. Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of 
H.R. 810, the NASA Authorization Act 
of 2015. NASA is a critical engine of 
discovery, science, innovation, and in-
spiration. 

During the last Congress, our com-
mittee leadership and Members from 
both sides came together to work 
through a compromise NASA author-
ization act. It was for a 1-year bill, but 
it provided important policy direction 
to the agency at a time when we in 
Congress wanted NASA to build on its 
progress and keep its focus on the pri-
orities established through successive 
authorization acts. That bipartisan bill 
passed the House last year by an over-
whelming 401–2 margin. 

The bill, H.R. 810, which is also a 1- 
year reauthorization, takes that same 
policy language and updates the au-
thorization of appropriations to be con-
sistent with the funding levels enacted 
in fiscal year 2015. The bill also pro-
vides necessary date changes where rel-
evant. 

While this is not a perfect bill, espe-
cially in terms of its short duration 
and lack of meaningful outyear funding 
guidance, it includes many important 
policy provisions that will help guide 
the future of NASA at a critical time 
for our space program. 

H.R. 810 emphasizes NASA’s role as a 
multimission agency with programs in 
aeronautics, science, exploration, and 
human spaceflight. It also establishes a 
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clear long-term goal of sending humans 
to the surface of Mars and directs 
NASA to prepare a human exploration 
roadmap of what is needed to get there. 

The bill also provides policy direc-
tion on a host of other priority activi-
ties, including space and earth science, 
aeronautics, space technology, and 
education, as well as good government 
directives on curbing cost growth and 
strengthening program management, 
among others. 

Consistent with the recommenda-
tions of the Columbia Accident Inves-
tigation Board, H.R. 810 directs that 
safety be the highest priority in the 
commercial human spaceflight pro-
gram to transport our astronauts to 
the international space station. 

NASA is doing all that it can to 
make effective progress on its pro-
grams thanks to its passionate and 
dedicated civil servant workforce and 
extended contractor and academic 
communities. We want to sustain 
NASA’s progress on critical programs, 
including the Space Launch System 
and Orion, by providing consistency 
and constancy of purpose and direc-
tion. This bill enables such stability 
while providing our committee the 
time needed to develop a comprehen-
sive multiyear reauthorization of 
NASA once H.R. 810 is enacted into 
law. 

I want to recognize the efforts of the 
committee leadership, including our 
chairman, LAMAR SMITH, and most es-
pecially our subcommittee chairman, 
STEVE PALAZZO, and the ranking mem-
ber, Congresswoman DONNA EDWARDS, 
for their dedication and willingness to 
work together with me to achieve this 
bipartisan bill, H.R. 810, the NASA Au-
thorization Act of 2015. 

We need a strong NASA with an in-
spiring agenda for our children and 
grandchildren, and we need to fund it 
at a level commensurate with the tasks 
we have given them to achieve. I urge 
my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ on H.R. 
810, the NASA Authorization Act of 
2015. 

Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
(Mr. HULTGREN). 

Mr. HULTGREN. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to thank the distinguished 
chairman, Chairman SMITH, chairman 
of the Committee on Science, Space, 
and Technology; the gentleman from 
Mississippi (Mr. PALAZZO); and also the 
gentlewoman from Maryland (Ms. 
EDWARDS) for their leadership on this 
important issue and for getting this 
bill to the floor. 

Human space exploration and dis-
covery sciences are so ingrained in the 
American way of life that they have 
become emblematic of America’s role 
as an exceptional nation. It is in our 
DNA as Americans to push the bound-
aries and frontiers of knowledge. 

When we continue to develop the 
technologies and expertise to do this, 
there is no way to measure the poten-
tial benefit in spinoffs that we will 
reap. That is why I rise today to sup-

port H.R. 810. This legislation would 
authorize programs within the Na-
tional Aeronautics and Space Adminis-
tration, keeping in place our commit-
ment for space exploration, prioritizing 
work on the Space Launch System, 
Orion, and a commercial crew system 
so we can carry our own astronauts to 
and from the space station. 

This legislation makes it clear that 
Mars is the focal point and our next 
step. If the administration prioritizes 
their activities properly, it is realistic 
to have a manned Mars fly-by mission 
in 2021. This legislation will require 
further examination of this mission, 
which I think would finally help spur 
NASA into the next era. Perhaps more 
importantly, this is the kind of mission 
that would get children to start dream-
ing about being an astronaut again. 

For the last few years, NASA and our 
space workforce have been unsure of 
the next mission and are struggling to 
stay afloat. Without a bold, long-term 
commitment to NASA’s core mission, 
our workforce has been scrambling to 
find short-term goals to keep programs 
alive. 

We need to be doing more than this if 
we want our Nation to realize the full 
capabilities we have in space. This leg-
islation is a step in the right direction, 
and that is why I urge my colleagues to 
support it. 

Thank you again to the sponsors. 

b 1700 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, having 
no further requests for time, I will con-
tinue to reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER). 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in strong support of H.R. 810, the 
National Aeronautics and Space Ad-
ministration Authorization Act of 2015. 

I would like to compliment Chairman 
PALAZZO and Ranking Member 
EDWARDS for a job well done. It has 
been tough. There have been disagree-
ments. Matters have been handled fair-
ly. And now we are getting behind the 
product of all of that labor. 

There was a great deal of work and 
negotiation on these provisions over 
the past year, and the outcome of that 
work is this legislation, which em-
bodies the bipartisan leadership both 
here at the subcommittee level and at 
the committee level and the bipartisan 
support in this House for our Nation’s 
civil space programs. 

I would like to note that significant 
differences of opinion remain on many 
of the provisions in this bill, but I 
won’t go into any of them now. I think 
I might have worried some of my col-
leagues on that. But despite those dif-
ferences, we all share a set of common 
goals for NASA. The foremost of our 
mutual objectives is that America 
must return to international pre-
eminence in human spaceflight. This is 
true for both access to low-Earth orbit, 
for which we are trusting our commer-

cial partners, and for far-reaching ex-
ploration missions to the Moon and be-
yond. 

Our discussions and, yes, our dis-
agreements will continue, but we will 
continue to work together to achieve 
America’s shared goals. 

H.R. 810 brings us closer to launching 
Americans into space on American 
rockets from American soil. It brings 
us closer to the next steps in explo-
ration of our outer planets. It brings us 
closer to technological developments 
that can turn a seemingly impossible 
goal into an achievable one. It brings 
us closer to finding asteroids that may 
pose a threat to Earth or may provide 
vast resources that could help human-
ity in space. It brings us one step clos-
er to moving beyond exploration and 
into pioneering, leading to settlements 
in space. It brings us closer to the 
stars. For these reasons, I ask my col-
leagues to join me in support of this 
important legislation. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, I am 
prepared to close, so I will reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 
minutes to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. BABIN). 

Mr. BABIN. I thank the gentleman 
from Mississippi and the gentlewoman 
from Texas. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support 
of H.R. 810, the NASA Authorization 
Act of 2015. This bipartisan legislation 
is an important step forward in our ef-
forts to build a stronger and more fo-
cused NASA. 

Let’s face it: NASA is the only Fed-
eral agency that has human spaceflight 
as its mission. However, in recent 
years, NASA has branched into areas 
that divert attention and funding from 
its critical mission. This bill before us 
begins to bring human spaceflight back 
into focus as NASA’s key mission. It 
provides strong funding for vehicle de-
velopment that will enable NASA to 
reach the Moon and beyond, putting us 
on a clear path towards deeper explo-
ration into our solar system. 

Having met with top officials at the 
Johnson Space Center in my district 
just this past week, I can attest that 
they are very excited about this new 
focus. I am aware of NASA’s chal-
lenges, and I am excited about the op-
portunities ahead and some of the suc-
cesses that we have had over the past 
few months. 

Our bill supports NASA’s Orion 
spacecraft, it expands America’s access 
to the international space station, and 
it funds a robust Commercial Crew 
Program to launch American astro-
nauts on American rockets. 

I urge my colleagues to join in sup-
port of this bipartisan bill. 

Ms. EDWARDS. Mr. Speaker, if the 
gentleman from Mississippi is prepared 
to close, I am prepared to close. 

Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, I have 
no further requests for time, and I am 
prepared to close. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 
Ms. EDWARDS. I yield myself the 

balance of my time. 
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Mr. Speaker, first of all, I want to 

thank all of my colleagues on the com-
mittee for the hard work that has been 
put into this bipartisan authorization. 
It is not perfect by any means. There 
are plenty of things that, between now 
and the time that we see this go to the 
President’s desk for his signature, we 
will continue to have input on. I look 
forward to working with my colleagues 
on the committee and our colleagues in 
the Senate to make sure that we get to 
the end point. 

As I have said and as Ranking Mem-
ber JOHNSON has said as well, we look 
forward to working on a bipartisan, 
multiyear authorization. Having put 
this one to bed, we actually now have 
demonstrated to ourselves and to the 
American public that we have the abil-
ity to get this done. 

In closing, I want to thank the com-
mittee staff—Allen Li, Pam Whitney, 
and Dick Obermann—for all of their 
work and my personal staff, Anne Nel-
son, as well as the staff on the other 
side because it really did take an awful 
lot of staff work and Member work to 
see this to the finish line. I look for-
ward to continuing to work with my 
colleagues. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

Mr. PALAZZO. Mr. Speaker, I yield 
myself the balance of my time. 

As I close, I would like to acknowl-
edge all the hard work and bipartisan 
efforts of Science Committee Chairman 
LAMAR SMITH, full committee Ranking 
Member EDDIE BERNICE JOHNSON, and 
Space Subcommittee Ranking Member 
DONNA EDWARDS. 

Like Ms. EDWARDS, I also want to ac-
knowledge the work of my personal 
staff, Patrick Large; Ms. EDWARDS’ per-
sonal staff, Anne Nelson; the majority 
staff, Tom Hammond, Jared Stout, Al-
lison Rose-Sonnesyn, and Christian 
Rice; and the minority staff, Pam 
Whitney and Allen Li. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge support for H.R. 
810, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE, 

Washington, DC, February 10, 2015. 
Hon. LAMAR SMITH, 
Chairman, Committee on Science, Space, and 

Technology Committee, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN SMITH: I write concerning 

H.R. 810, the National Aeronautics and Space 
Administration Authorization Act of 2015. 
This legislation includes matters that fall 
within the Rule X jurisdiction of the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

In order to expedite floor consideration of 
H.R. 810, the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure will forgo action on this 
bill. However, this is conditional on our mu-
tual understanding that forgoing consider-
ation of the bill does not prejudice the Com-
mittee with respect to the appointment of 
conferees or to any future jurisdictional 
claim over the subject matters contained in 
the bill or similar legislation that fall within 
the Committee’s Rule X jurisdiction. I re-

quest you urge the Speaker to name mem-
bers of the Committee to any conference 
committee named to consider such provi-
sions. 

Please place a copy of this letter and your 
response acknowledging our jurisdictional 
interest into the Congressional Record dur-
ing consideration of the measure on the 
House floor. 

Sincerely, 
BILL SHUSTER, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON SCIENCE, SPACE, AND 
TECHNOLOGY, 

Washington, DC, February 10, 2015. 
Hon. BILL SHUSTER, 
Chairman, Committee on Transportation and 

Infrastructure, Washington, DC. 
DEAR MR. CHAIRMAN: Thank you for your 

letter regarding the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure’s jurisdictional in-
terest in H.R. 810, the ‘‘National Aeronautics 
and Space Administration Authorization Act 
of 2015.’’ 

I agree that the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure has valid jurisdic-
tional interests in matters pertaining to the 
Federal Aviation Administration and the Na-
tional Transportation Safety Board, and 
that your Committee’s jurisdiction will not 
be adversely affected by your decision to 
forego consideration of H.R. 810. As you have 
requested, I will support your request for an 
appropriate appointment of outside con-
ferees from your Committee in the event of 
a House-Senate conference on this or similar 
legislation, if in your jurisdiction, should 
such a conference be convened. 

Finally, I will include a copy of your letter 
and this response in the Congressional 
Record during the floor consideration of this 
bill. Thank you again for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 
LAMAR SMITH, 

Chairman. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as a sen-
ior member of the Homeland Security Com-
mittee and a former member of the Science 
Committee I am in strong support of, H.R. 
810, The NASA Authorization Act of 2015.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Chairman 
SMITH and Ranking Member EDDIE BERNICE 
JOHNSON for their work to bring the NASA Au-
thorization Act of 2015 before the House for 
consideration. 

There is historic congressional support for 
NASA in Congress, and I am at the forefront 
of that support. 

I served on the House Science Committee 
for 12 years; and I am in strong support of the 
NASA Authorization Act of 2015, as the best 
way forward to strengthen NASA into the fu-
ture and to avoid dismantling the manned 
space program. 

This legislation will protect American and 
Texan jobs, saving more than while, driving in-
novation, and ensure our Nation’s youth are 
encouraged to pursue careers in science, ex-
ploration, engineering, technology, and math. 

The United States space program has ex-
isted for over half a century and my commit-
ment to providing NASA with the resources to 
carry the agency forward with its ambitious 
agenda of research, exploration, and dis-
covery is unwavering. 

It is our job as members of Congress to 
make sure that NASA continues to push the 
boundaries of what is possible, keeping our 
Nation on the forefront of innovation and ex-
ploration. 

This bill authorizes programs and projects at 
the National Aeronautics and Space Adminis-
tration (NASA) for Fiscal Year 2015 (FY15). 

This authorization bill’s funding is consistent 
with the funding $18,010,200,000 In appropria-
tions for NASA in the Consolidated and Fur-
ther Appropriations Act, 2015 bill passed at 
the end of the 113th Congress. 

NASA continues to be the world’s premier 
space organization. 

This bill seeks to maintain sustainability of 
purpose and budget for NASA programs, con-
tinuing the congressional commitment pro-
vided in previous reauthorizations in 2005, 
2008, and 2010 to space exploration, both 
human and robotic. 

This legislation makes clear that a human 
mission to Mars is the goal for NASA’s human 
spaceflight program and requires the develop-
ment of a roadmap to achieve that goal, as 
well as biennial updates. 

In the near-term, the primary tasks for 
NASA human spaceflight include: 

Realizing the research potential of the Inter-
national Space Station (ISS) with an Office of 
Science & Technology Policy-led strategic 
plan for all science agencies to conduct re-
search on the Station. 

Continued commitment to develop the 
Space Launch System and Orion Crew Vehi-
cle to serve as a backup system to support 
the ISS if necessary. 

NASA will be able to engage in the edu-
cational and outreach activities necessary to 
support science, technology, engineering, and 
mathematics curriculum and inspire the next 
generation of explorers. 

The authorization will assist in building at 
least one Commercial Crew system (with 
NASA funds) to carry American astronauts on 
American rockets safely, reliably, and 
affordably to and from the International Space 
Station so that we are no longer reliant on 
Russia for crew access. 

The bill emphasizes the importance of main-
taining a steady cadence of science missions, 
including a Europa mission with a goal of 
launching by 2021. 

The bill directs NASA and the NASA to pro-
vide Congress with a report assessing the 
long-term goals of NASA’s Mars Exploration 
Program, which includes the Mars 2020 rover. 

To reflect the increase in the number of 
newly discovered planets outside our solar 
system, the legislation also directs NASA and 
the NAS to provide an exoplanet exploration 
strategy. 

This bill stresses the importance of com-
pleting and expanding the Congressionally 
mandated near-Earth object survey to detect, 
track, catalogue, and characterize near-Earth 
objects 140 meters in diameter or larger. 

This authorization addresses an issue of 
great importance to a sustained and healthy 
space program. 

The bill provides NASA with the agility to 
develop a plan to better position the agency to 
have the facilities and infrastructure necessary 
to meet future requirements including those 
set forth in the human exploration roadmap. 
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It is the responsibility of this Congress to 

ensure that the future of NASA is one of con-
tinued progress and that space exploration re-
mains a part of our national destiny. 

NASA inspires our children to look to the 
stars and dream of what they too may achieve 
one day. 

Space exploration allows us to push the 
bounds of our scientific knowledge, as we 
carry out research projects not possible within 
the constraints of planet Earth. 

I look forward to the reintroduction of the 
REAL Space Act this Congress and ask that 
my colleagues support this important measure. 

In recent years, we have seen other nations 
joining in the space race with varying levels of 
success. 

We applaud these efforts, which include: 
The European Space Agency’s success in 

landing a vehicle on a comet that was speed-
ing through deep space; and 

China’s landing its first rover ‘‘Jade Rabbit’’ 
on the surface of the moon. 

Exploration of space remains critical to 
United States leadership and economic 
trendsetting position in the global economy. 

The future is space, and I support NASA’s 
continued progress to ensure the United 
States retains its leadership in this vital area 
of human exploration. 

I ask that my colleagues join me in voting 
for H.R. 810. 

Mr. LEVIN. Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong 
support of the NASA Authorization bill before 
the House. 

This legislation is important because it reaf-
firms Congress’ commitment to space explo-
ration and the important role NASA plays in 
the areas of science, aeronautics, exploration, 
and human spaceflight. Over the next few 
months, NASA spacecraft will visit Pluto and 
the dwarf planet Ceres for the first time. We 
will further develop our nation’s commercial 
launch capability even as NASA continues 
work on the Orion space capsule and a new 
heavy-lift rocket. NASA will also build on its ef-
forts in the important areas of space science 
and education. The bill before the House sup-
ports all of these endeavors. 

I want to mention one NASA program in 
particular, the Student Spaceflight Experi-
ments Program. This program gives students 
across the country the chance to design 
microgravity experiments to fly in Earth orbit. 
Indeed, one of these experiments is scheduled 
to come home from the International Space 
Station today. The experiment was designed 
by a team of four students from Wilkinson 
Middle School in Madison Heights, Michigan. 
The experiment involves the effects of micro-
gravity on water purification. In Michigan, we 
tend to take the availability of fresh water for 
granted since we are surrounded by the Great 
Lakes, but water is a rare and precious com-
modity in space, and hopefully this experiment 
will help future astronauts to re-use water. 

I want to commend the students who have 
worked so hard on this microgravity experi-
ment: Regina Alsabagh, Farah Sabah, 
Maryam Kafra and Israa Alfadhli. Their 
achievement is all the more remarkable since 
their experiment originally was supposed to be 
carried into orbit last October, but that rocket 
exploded shortly after liftoff, destroying the 
students’ experiment. Fortunately, NASA was 

able to find space on a rocket to the space 
station that launched in January, and the 
Wilkinson students managed to build a second 
version of their experiment in time for that 
flight. 

I congratulate the Wilkinson students for 
their hard work, perseverance, and determina-
tion to overcome obstacles. It’s important that 
Congress continue to support NASA and ef-
forts like the Student Spaceflight Experiments 
Program. I urge all my colleagues to join me 
in voting for the NASA Authorization bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Mississippi (Mr. 
PALAZZO) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 810. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

TSA OFFICE OF INSPECTION 
ACCOUNTABILITY ACT OF 2015 

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 719) to require the Transpor-
tation Security Administration to con-
form to existing Federal law and regu-
lations regarding criminal investigator 
positions, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 719 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘TSA Office 
of Inspection Accountability Act of 2015’’. 
SEC. 2. FINDINGS. 

Congress makes the following findings: 
(1) Consistent with Federal law and regula-

tions, for law enforcement officers to qualify 
for premium pay as criminal investigators, 
the officers must, in general, spend on aver-
age at least 50 percent of their time inves-
tigating, apprehending, or detaining individ-
uals suspected or convicted of offenses 
against the criminal laws of the United 
States. 

(2) According to the Inspector General of 
the Department of Homeland Security (DHS 
IG), the Transportation Security Adminis-
tration (TSA) does not ensure that its cadre 
of criminal investigators in the Office of In-
spection are meeting this requirement, even 
though they are considered law enforcement 
officers under TSA policy and receive pre-
mium pay. 

(3) Instead, TSA criminal investigators in 
the Office of Inspection primarily monitor 
the results of criminal investigations con-
ducted by other agencies, investigate admin-
istrative cases of TSA employee misconduct, 
and carry out inspections, covert tests, and 
internal reviews, which the DHS IG asserts 
could be performed by employees other than 
criminal investigators at a lower cost. 

(4) The premium pay and other benefits af-
forded to TSA criminal investigators in the 
Office of Inspection who are incorrectly clas-
sified as such will cost the taxpayer as much 
as $17,000,000 over 5 years if TSA fails to 
make any changes to the number of criminal 
investigators in the Office of Inspection, ac-
cording to the DHS IG. 

(5) This may be a conservative estimate, as 
it accounts for the cost of Law Enforcement 
Availability Pay, but not the costs of law en-
forcement training, statutory early retire-
ment benefits, police vehicles, and weapons. 

SEC. 3. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) ADMINISTRATION.—The term ‘‘Adminis-

tration’’ means the Transportation Security 
Administration. 

(2) ASSISTANT SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘As-
sistant Secretary’’ means the Assistant Sec-
retary of Homeland Security (Transpor-
tation Security) of the Department of Home-
land Security. 

(3) INSPECTOR GENERAL.—The term ‘‘Inspec-
tor General’’ means the Inspector General of 
the Department of Homeland Security. 

SEC. 4. INSPECTOR GENERAL REVIEW. 

(a) REVIEW.—Not later than 60 days after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the In-
spector General shall analyze the data and 
methods that the Assistant Secretary uses to 
identify employees of the Administration 
who meet the requirements of sections 
8331(20), 8401(17), and 5545a of title 5, United 
States Code, and provide the relevant find-
ings to the Assistant Secretary, including a 
finding on whether the data and methods are 
adequate and valid. 

(b) PROHIBITION ON HIRING.—If the Inspec-
tor General finds that such data and methods 
are inadequate or invalid, the Administra-
tion may not hire any new employee to work 
in the Office of Inspection of the Administra-
tion until— 

(1) the Assistant Secretary makes a certifi-
cation described in section 5 to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate; and 

(2) the Inspector General submits to such 
Committees a finding, not later than 30 days 
after the Assistant Secretary makes such 
certification, that the Assistant Secretary 
utilized adequate and valid data and methods 
to make such certification. 

SEC. 5. TSA OFFICE OF INSPECTION WORKFORCE 
CERTIFICATION. 

(a) CERTIFICATION TO CONGRESS.—The As-
sistant Secretary shall, by not later than 90 
days after the date the Inspector General 
provides its findings to the Assistant Sec-
retary under section 4(a), document and cer-
tify in writing to the Committee on Home-
land Security of the House of Representa-
tives and the Committee on Commerce, 
Science, and Transportation of the Senate 
that only those employees of the Adminis-
tration who meet the requirements of sec-
tions 8331(20), 8401(17), and 5545a of title 5, 
United States Code, are classified as crimi-
nal investigators and are receiving premium 
pay and other benefits associated with such 
classification. 

(b) EMPLOYEE RECLASSIFICATION.—The As-
sistant Secretary shall reclassify criminal 
investigator positions in the Office of Inspec-
tion as noncriminal investigator positions or 
non-law enforcement positions if the individ-
uals in those positions do not, or are not ex-
pected to, spend an average of at least 50 per-
cent of their time performing criminal inves-
tigative duties. 

(c) PROJECTED COST SAVINGS.— 
(1) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretary 

shall estimate the total long-term cost sav-
ings to the Federal Government resulting 
from the implementation of subsection (b), 
and provide such estimate to the Committee 
on Homeland Security of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
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Senate by not later than 180 days after the 
date of enactment of this Act. 

(2) CONTENTS.—Such estimate shall iden-
tify savings associated with the positions re-
classified under subsection (b) and include, 
among other factors the Assistant Secretary 
considers appropriate, savings from— 

(A) law enforcement training; 
(B) early retirement benefits; 
(C) law enforcement availability pay; and 
(D) weapons, vehicles, and communications 

devices. 
SEC. 6. INVESTIGATION OF FEDERAL AIR MAR-

SHAL SERVICE MISCONDUCT. 
Not later than 90 days after the date of the 

enactment of this Act, or as soon as prac-
ticable, the Assistant Secretary shall submit 
to the Committee on Homeland Security of 
the House of Representatives and the Com-
mittee on Commerce, Science, and Transpor-
tation of the Senate— 

(1) any materials in the possession or con-
trol of the Department of Homeland Security 
associated with the Office of Inspection’s re-
view of instances in which Federal Air Mar-
shal Service officials obtained discounted or 
free firearms for personal use; and 

(2) information on specific actions that 
will be taken to prevent Federal Air Marshal 
Service officials from using their official po-
sitions, or exploiting, in any way, the Serv-
ice’s relationships with private vendors to 
obtain discounted or free firearms for per-
sonal use. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. KATKO) and the gentle-
woman from New York (Miss RICE) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude any extraneous material on the 
bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
I rise in strong support of H.R. 719, 

the TSA Office of Inspection Account-
ability Act of 2015. I introduced this bi-
partisan bill to target millions of dol-
lars of potential waste within the 
TSA’s Office of Inspection, as identi-
fied by the Homeland Security inspec-
tor general. 

TSA’s Office of Inspection is charged 
with investigating misconduct of TSA 
employees and conducting internal in-
spections and covert testing of TSA op-
erations to ensure our transportation 
systems are well protected. 

However, according to a critical DHS 
inspector general report issued in 2013, 
TSA does not sufficiently track wheth-
er each of its 100 criminal investigators 
in the Office of Inspection, in fact, 
spend a majority of time performing 
actual criminal investigations, as re-
quired by law. 

Instead, these TSA investigators pri-
marily monitor the results of criminal 
investigations conducted by other 
agencies, investigate administrative 
cases of employee misconduct, and 

carry out inspections, covert tests, and 
internal reviews. Therefore, these TSA 
investigators may be unduly receiving 
premium law enforcement pay, special-
ized training, vehicles, firearms, and 
other benefits even though they do not 
meet the minimum legal requirements 
for receiving such pay and benefits. 

H.R. 719 aims to correct this problem 
by requiring the inspector general to 
certify that TSA criminal investiga-
tors meet the legal threshold for re-
ceiving premium pay and benefits, 
which could save as much as $17 mil-
lion in taxpayer dollars over 5 years. 

Mr. Speaker, like any entity, the 
vast majority of TSA employees do an 
exemplary job. It is a critical compo-
nent of this continuing ability to have 
these people perform at a high level to 
have internal oversight. 

The importance of investigating mis-
conduct among TSA employees cannot 
be overstated. Just last week, we 
learned of an investigation conducted 
by Immigration and Customs Enforce-
ment, otherwise known as ICE, that led 
to the indictment of a TSA employee 
on child pornography charges. 

In this recent and unfortunate exam-
ple, it was ICE that performed the in-
vestigation, not TSA. We must ensure 
that TSA’s internal cadre of investiga-
tors are spending the majority of time 
on criminal investigations or we risk 
wasting significant taxpayer resources, 
resources that could be used toward 
improving the integrity of TSA’s work-
force. 

I want to take this opportunity to 
thank the original cosponsor of this 
legislation, the gentleman from South 
Carolina (Mr. SANFORD), for his leader-
ship on this important commonsense 
issue. 

This bill passed the House last Con-
gress, but the Senate did not take ac-
tion on it. Let’s send this bill back to 
the Senate and on to the President for 
his signature. 

I urge my colleagues to vote ‘‘yes’’ 
on H.R. 719, and I reserve the balance of 
my time. 

Miss RICE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

I rise in strong support of H.R. 719, 
the TSA Office of Inspection Account-
ability Act of 2015. 

Mr. Speaker, as ranking member of 
the Subcommittee on Transportation 
Security, I have a responsibility to en-
sure that the Transportation Security 
Administration operates effectively 
and efficiently. Part of this responsi-
bility includes working to ensure that 
not a single taxpayer dollar is wasted 
so that resources are properly expended 
to protect our Nation’s airports and 
the traveling public. 

Regrettably, we have learned from 
the Department of Homeland Secu-
rity’s inspector general that the TSA’s 
Office of Inspection is not operating ef-
fectively and efficiently. Specifically, 
we have learned that taxpayer dollars 
have been wasted in a manner that 
may well be undermining the effective-

ness and integrity of internal inves-
tigations and inspections within the 
TSA. 

According to a report issued by the 
inspector general in September of 2013, 
some employees in the Office of Inspec-
tion were designated ‘‘criminal inves-
tigators’’ and have received the pre-
mium pay and early retirement bene-
fits commensurate with that position, 
despite the fact that they perform lit-
tle to no investigative duties. 

Apparently, the Office of Inspection 
knowingly made these improper des-
ignations and knowingly conferred bet-
ter pay and benefits to employees who 
did not do the work required to justify 
such compensation. 

b 1715 

If no changes are made to the number 
of criminal investigator positions, the 
inspector general estimates that it will 
result in the wasting of as much as 
$17.5 million over 5 years. H.R. 719 
seeks to put an end to this wasteful 
practice and prevent it from happening 
in the future. 

Mr. Speaker, this bill would require 
TSA to certify that all persons des-
ignated as criminal investigators are 
working on criminal investigations at 
least 50 percent of their time. If the 
TSA wants to provide an employee 
with the enhanced pay and benefits 
that criminal investigators receive, 
then they should have to certify that 
the employee is actually performing 
the duties of a criminal investigator. 
That is just common sense. 

This measure would not affect indi-
viduals in that office who legitimately 
hold the criminal investigator title and 
would not impede efforts to thwart ter-
ror plots and other criminal enter-
prises that threaten our national secu-
rity. 

Again, this legislation is common 
sense. It reflects a commitment to 
good government and the careful stew-
ardship of taxpayer dollars. The House 
unanimously approved identical legis-
lation in the last Congress, and I urge 
my colleagues to do the same with this 
bill. 

This is an opportunity for bipartisan 
action to solve a problem and dem-
onstrate the strength of our commit-
ment to eliminate wasteful spending. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would like 
to commend Chairman KATKO, as well 
as the gentleman from South Carolina, 
Representative SANFORD, for their 
work on this legislation. If enacted, 
H.R. 719 will bring greater account-
ability to TSA’s Office of Inspection 
and ensure taxpayer dollars are being 
used efficiently and that past abuses 
are not being repeated. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-
self as much time as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank 
Homeland Security Chairman MCCAUL 
and Ranking Member THOMPSON for 
their support of this bill, as well as the 
ranking member of the Subcommittee 
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on Transportation Security, the gen-
tlewoman from New York (Miss RICE). 

Mr. Speaker, the American people 
have entrusted us with conducting 
oversight of the agencies like TSA to 
root out instances of waste. H.R. 719 
will hold TSA accountable and save 
precious tax dollars by ensuring that 
the inspector general’s findings are ad-
dressed. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
bill, and I yield back the balance of my 
time. 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-
er, I rise in strong support of H.R. 719, the 
‘‘TSA Office of Inspection Accountability Act of 
2015’’. 

Upon its creation, TSA was given broad au-
thority to hire, fire, and set the terms of em-
ployment of its personnel. 

This has resulted in employees, such as 
Transportation Security Officers, lacking the 
full rights afforded other Federal employees. 

It has also resulted, in some cases, of 
abuses of the system for the gain of a few. 

According to the Inspector General of the 
Department of Homeland Security, TSA’s Of-
fice of Inspection has been gaming the system 
by employing a bloated number of personnel 
as ‘‘criminal investigators’’ for years. 

Those who are designated as ‘‘criminal in-
vestigators’’ receive additional compensation 
and are afforded the right to retire early. 

H.R. 719 will put an end to these abuses by 
requiring the Inspector General to approve the 
method used by TSA to designate personnel 
as criminal investigators. It also requires TSA 
to certify to Congress that only those individ-
uals performing the requisite criminal inves-
tigation work are designated as ‘‘criminal in-
vestigators’’. 

According to the Inspector General, properly 
classifying individuals within TSA’s Office of 
Inspection could save taxpayers as much as 
$17 million over five years. 

During Committee consideration of this 
measure last Congress, I offered an amend-
ment on behalf of Representative LORETTA 
SANCHEZ that addresses revelations about 
how some within TSA’s Federal Air Marshal 
Service exploited relationships with private 
vendors to obtain discounted or free firearms. 

Specifically, in April 2014, the Committee 
became aware that the former director of the 
Federal Air Marshal Service bought several 
guns from an employee who is under inves-
tigation for using his position to obtain free 
and discounted firearms. 

Unfortunately, TSA was less than forth-
coming with Congress regarding this investiga-
tion, leaving many questions unanswered 
about how the investigation was conducted 
and the number of FAMs officials involved. 

The exploitation of official relationships for 
personal gain is a serious matter. 

Such misuse occurring within the Federal 
Air Marshal Service, the Law Enforcement 
component within TSA is unacceptable. 

To address the lack of transparency regard-
ing the investigation, the Committee accepted 
language I offered to require TSA to provide 
information and materials associated with the 
Office of Inspection’s review of the allegations 
to Congress. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, as a sen-
ior member of the Homeland Security Com-
mittee and a former chair of the Transportation 
Security Subcommittee, I rise in support of 

H.R. 719, the ‘‘TSA Office of Inspection Ac-
countability Act of 2015.’’ 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank Chairman 
MCCAUL and Ranking Member THOMPSON for 
their leadership in bringing this legislation to 
the floor. 

H.R. 719 will save the taxpayers hundreds 
of thousands dollars annually by requiring the 
Transportation Security Administration (TSA) 
to conform its personnel classification prac-
tices to existing Federal law and regulations 
regarding criminal investigator positions. 

According to a report by the Homeland Se-
curity Department’s Inspector General (IG), 
about half of the employees in the Office of In-
spection (OII) are classified as criminal inves-
tigators even though their duties do not in-
volve responsibilities that can be characterized 
as criminal investigation activities. 

Instead, the responsibilities of these employ-
ees primarily consist of administrative duties 
such as investigating cases of TSA employee 
misconduct and conducting internal reviews. 

Classifying these employees as ‘‘law en-
forcement’’ personnel, however, makes them 
eligible for premium pay and other significant 
economic benefits. 

If TSA fails to reclassify criminal investigator 
positions as noncriminal investigator positions 
or non-law-enforcement positions, this will cost 
taxpayers as much as $17,000,000 over 5 
years. 

This money could be utilized to ensure that 
law enforcement agencies, which identify, ap-
prehend, and prosecute criminals, have the 
tools, resources, and training necessary to do 
their job efficiently, effectively, and economi-
cally. 

Mr. Speaker, I have always strongly sup-
ported providing the resources needed by law 
enforcement and first responders and will con-
tinue to do so in future. 

But we have an obligation to the American 
people to be responsible stewards of the pub-
lic trust and it is not responsible to provide 
premium pay and benefits intended for law en-
forcement personnel to employees who do not 
perform the dangerous duties of law enforce-
ment officers. 

This bill will obligate the Assistant Secretary 
of TSA to reclassify criminal investigator posi-
tions in the Office of Inspection as noncriminal 
investigator positions or non-law enforcement 
positions if the individuals in those positions 
do not, or are not expected to, spend an aver-
age of at least 50 percent of their time per-
forming criminal investigative duties. 

This is an important step to bring trans-
parency to the office of inspector with regards 
to the work of TSA personnel and law enforce-
ment investigative task. 

I urge my colleagues to join me in sup-
porting H.R. 719, which directs the Office of 
Inspection to reclassify its current criminal in-
vestigator positions to conform to the require-
ments of applicable law and save the tax-
payers hundreds of thousands of dollars annu-
ally. 

Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Speaker, as chairman of 
the Committee on Homeland Security, I am 
proud to be an original co-sponsor of H.R. 
719, the TSA Office of Inspection Account-
ability Act of 2015, sponsored by the gen-
tleman from New York, Mr. KATKO. 

This bill would increase accountability at 
TSA and save precious taxpayer dollars by re-
quiring the agency to correctly designate crimi-
nal investigators within the TSA Office of In-

spection who are charged with conducting 
covert tests, inspections, and investigating 
misconduct among fellow TSA employees. 

This bill stems from a 2013 DHS Inspector 
General (IG) report that found TSA’s Office of 
Inspection does not operate efficiently and 
does not ensure that its criminal investigators 
are spending the majority of their time con-
ducting criminal investigations, even though 
they are receiving premium law enforcement 
pay and related benefits. The bill addresses 
the IG’s findings by requiring a thorough re-
view of the type of work carried out by TSA 
criminal investigators, which could save mil-
lions of taxpayer dollars over the next several 
years in law enforcement pay, vehicles, train-
ing, and other benefits. 

I am proud to be an original cosponsor of 
this common sense, bipartisan bill, and would 
like to thank the chairman of the sub-
committee, Mr. KATKO, as well as the Con-
gressman from South Carolina, Mr. SANFORD, 
for their leadership on this issue. I would also 
like to thank the ranking member of the full 
committee, Mr. THOMPSON, and the ranking 
member of the subcommittee, Miss RICE, for 
their support of this legislation. 

H.R. 719 is substantively identical to H.R. 
4803, legislation approved by the Committee 
on Homeland Security last Congress that sub-
sequently passed the House by voice vote. 

I urge my colleagues to support H.R. 719. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
KATKO) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 719. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

GERARDO HERNANDEZ AIRPORT 
SECURITY ACT OF 2015 

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I move to 
suspend the rules and pass the bill 
(H.R. 720) to improve intergovern-
mental planning for and communica-
tion during security incidents at do-
mestic airports, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 720 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Gerardo 
Hernandez Airport Security Act of 2015’’. 
SEC. 2. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act: 
(1) ASSISTANT SECRETARY.—The term ‘‘As-

sistant Secretary’’ means the Assistant Sec-
retary of Homeland Security (Transpor-
tation Security) of the Department of Home-
land Security. 

(2) ADMINISTRATION.—The term ‘‘Adminis-
tration’’ means the Transportation Security 
Administration. 
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SEC. 3. SECURITY INCIDENT RESPONSE AT AIR-

PORTS. 
(a) IN GENERAL.—The Assistant Secretary 

shall, in consultation with the Adminis-
trator of the Federal Emergency Manage-
ment Agency, conduct outreach to all air-
ports in the United States at which the Ad-
ministration performs, or oversees the im-
plementation and performance of, security 
measures, and provide technical assistance 
as necessary, to verify such airports have in 
place individualized working plans for re-
sponding to security incidents inside the pe-
rimeter of the airport, including active 
shooters, acts of terrorism, and incidents 
that target passenger-screening checkpoints. 

(b) TYPES OF PLANS.—Such plans may in-
clude, but may not be limited to, the fol-
lowing: 

(1) A strategy for evacuating and providing 
care to persons inside the perimeter of the 
airport, with consideration given to the 
needs of persons with disabilities. 

(2) A plan for establishing a unified com-
mand, including identification of staging 
areas for non-airport-specific law enforce-
ment and fire response. 

(3) A schedule for regular testing of com-
munications equipment used to receive 
emergency calls. 

(4) An evaluation of how emergency calls 
placed by persons inside the perimeter of the 
airport will reach airport police in an expedi-
tious manner. 

(5) A practiced method and plan to commu-
nicate with travelers and all other persons 
inside the perimeter of the airport. 

(6) To the extent practicable, a projected 
maximum timeframe for law enforcement re-
sponse. 

(7) A schedule of joint exercises and train-
ing to be conducted by the airport, the Ad-
ministration, other stakeholders such as air-
port and airline tenants, and any relevant 
law enforcement, airport police, fire, and 
medical personnel. 

(8) A schedule for producing after-action 
joint exercise reports to identify and deter-
mine how to improve security incident re-
sponse capabilities. 

(c) REPORT TO CONGRESS.—Not later than 
90 days after the date of the enactment of 
this Act, the Assistant Secretary shall re-
port to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate on the findings 
from its outreach to airports under sub-
section (a), including an analysis of the level 
of preparedness such airports have to re-
spond to security incidents, including active 
shooters, acts of terrorism, and incidents 
that target passenger-screening checkpoints. 
SEC. 4. DISSEMINATING INFORMATION ON BEST 

PRACTICES. 
The Assistant Secretary shall— 
(1) identify best practices that exist across 

airports for security incident planning, man-
agement, and training; and 

(2) establish a mechanism through which 
to share such best practices with other air-
port operators nationwide. 
SEC. 5. CERTIFICATION. 

Not later than 90 days after the date of en-
actment of this Act, and annually thereafter, 
the Assistant Secretary shall certify in writ-
ing to the Committee on Homeland Security 
of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate that all screen-
ing personnel have participated in practical 
training exercises for active shooter sce-
narios. 
SEC. 6. REIMBURSABLE AGREEMENTS. 

Not later than 90 days after the enactment 
of this Act, the Assistant Secretary shall 
provide to the Committee on Homeland Se-

curity of the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate an analysis of 
how the Administration can use cost savings 
achieved through efficiencies to increase 
over the next 5 fiscal years the funding avail-
able for checkpoint screening law enforce-
ment support reimbursable agreements. 
SEC. 7. NO ADDITIONAL AUTHORIZATION OF AP-

PROPRIATIONS. 
No additional funds are authorized to be 

appropriated to carry out this Act, and this 
Act shall be carried out using amounts oth-
erwise available for such purpose. 
SEC. 8. INTEROPERABILITY REVIEW. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 90 days 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Assistant Secretary shall, in consultation 
with the Assistant Secretary of the Office of 
Cybersecurity and Communications, conduct 
a review of the interoperable communica-
tions capabilities of the law enforcement, 
fire, and medical personnel responsible for 
responding to a security incident, including 
active shooter events, acts of terrorism, and 
incidents that target passenger-screening 
checkpoints, at all airports in the United 
States at which the Administration per-
forms, or oversees the implementation and 
performance of, security measures. 

(b) REPORT.—Not later than 30 days after 
the completion of the review, the Assistant 
Secretary shall report the findings of the re-
view to the Committee on Homeland Secu-
rity of the House of Representatives and the 
Committee on Commerce, Science, and 
Transportation of the Senate. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. KATKO) and the gentle-
woman from New York (Miss RICE) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from New York. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I ask 

unanimous consent that all Members 
have 5 legislative days within which to 
revise and extend their remarks and in-
clude any extraneous material on the 
bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, I rise in support of H.R. 

720, the Gerardo Hernandez Airport Se-
curity Act of 2015. 

H.R. 720 is a bipartisan measure I in-
troduced to enhance preparedness at 
our Nation’s airports for responding to 
active shooters and other security inci-
dents. 

The legislation was championed last 
Congress by my predecessor, the 
former chairman of the Transportation 
Security Subcommittee, Mr. HUDSON, 
in response to the tragic shooting at 
Los Angeles International Airport in 
November of 2013. 

The shooting at LAX took the life of 
Transportation Security Officer Her-
nandez and wounded two other TSA of-
ficers and one passenger. The event 
highlighted vulnerabilities in airport 
preparedness, including in the areas of 
incident command, communication 
with travelers, communication be-
tween TSA and law enforcement, and 

evacuation measures. H.R. 720 would 
apply lessons learned and help close 
gaps in preparedness at other U.S. air-
ports around the country. 

Mr. Speaker, the time to act is now. 
Everyone within the airport commu-
nity—from law enforcement and emer-
gency medical personnel, to airport 
and airline personnel, to TSA officials 
and the traveling public—must know 
how to respond to an active shooter or 
other threat inside the airport. 

If not, we risk repeating the commu-
nication and coordination challenges 
among responding agencies that were 
well documented in the aftermath of 
the LAX shooting. There is no excuse 
for such inaction. 

Many airports have taken their own 
steps following the shooting to 
strengthen preparedness and response 
plans, and they should be applauded for 
that. 

H.R. 720 would require TSA to verify 
that airports maintain plans for evacu-
ating travelers, conducting joint exer-
cises within the airport community, es-
tablishing unified command posts dur-
ing security incidents, and testing 
radio equipment. 

The bill would also make TSA a 
clearinghouse for security incident re-
sponse and communications best prac-
tices—a key recommendation from the 
airport community—as well as require 
the agency to certify to Congress that 
all screening personnel have partici-
pated in active shooter training. 

H.R. 720 explicitly does not authorize 
any new spending to implement these 
commonsense measures. TSA continues 
to achieve millions of dollars in cost 
savings with risk-based programs such 
as TSA Precheck, and I believe the 
agency must continually prioritize its 
resources to address real threats to the 
traveling public. 

This bipartisan bill was developed 
with public and private sector input 
following multiple subcommittee hear-
ings, site visits, meetings, and 
afteraction reviews conducted by both 
the TSA and Los Angeles World Air-
ports. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to thank 
Chairman MCCAUL, Ranking Member 
THOMPSON, Ranking Member RICE, Con-
gressman HUDSON, and other bipartisan 
cosponsors of the bill for joining me in 
introducing this legislation and for 
their strong support in getting this leg-
islation to the floor today. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
bill, and I reserve the balance of my 
time. 

Miss RICE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I rise in strong support of H.R. 720, the 
Gerardo Hernandez Airport Security 
Act of 2015, and yield myself such time 
as I may consume. 

Mr. Speaker, the bill before us today 
is named in honor of Officer Gerardo 
Hernandez, a Transportation Security 
Administration officer who was trag-
ically shot and killed in the line of 
duty on November 1, 2013, at Los Ange-
les International Airport. 

Officer Hernandez was the first TSA 
employee ever to be killed in the line 
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of duty, and this bill that bears his 
name seeks to better prepare our Na-
tion’s airports to respond to such secu-
rity incidents in hopes that we can pre-
vent another TSA officer, airport em-
ployee, or passenger from suffering the 
same fate. 

That morning in November 2013, a 
man entered LAX with a semiauto-
matic rifle, a bagful of ammunition, 
and the intent to target TSA officers. 
After killing Officer Hernandez at the 
TSA checkpoint, the man proceeded 
into the secure area of the terminal 
where he shot and wounded two more 
TSA officers and a civilian. 

Those two TSA officers heroically 
continued to help passengers escape to 
safety while the shooter made it as far 
as the food court at the end of the ter-
minal before he was shot and wounded 
by LAX police officers. 

The men and women of the Los Ange-
les World Airports Police Department 
and all emergency responders who ar-
rived on the scene that morning acted 
bravely and swiftly prevented further 
loss of life despite tremendous commu-
nications challenges. 

It is with those men and women and 
all emergency responders in mind that 
I rise to support this bill because this 
incident exposed serious deficiencies in 
planning, preparedness, and commu-
nication that must be corrected for the 
safety of emergency responders and all 
who use and work in our airports. 

Mr. Speaker, H.R. 720 would imple-
ment commonsense security measures 
to ensure that our Nation’s airports 
have in place individualized strategies 
for responding to a security incident 
such as an active shooter scenario or 
an act of terrorism. 

This bill also specifically requires 
TSA to provide information to airports 
on best practices for responding to a 
security incident at checkpoints; pro-
vide Transportation Security officers 
with practical training for responding 
to active shooter scenarios; and con-
duct a nationwide assessment of the 
interoperable communications capa-
bilities of the law enforcement, fire, 
and medical personnel responsible for 
responding to an active shooter event 
at an airport. 

These requirements are informed by 
postincident reviews conducted by TSA 
and LAX, as well as hearings and over-
sight work conducted by the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security Sub-
committee on Transportation Security. 

Mr. Speaker, prior to my time here 
in Congress, I understand that the Sub-
committee on Transportation Security 
also visited LAX to see firsthand how 
the tragedy unfolded and hear from 
TSA airport officials and the American 
Federation of Government Employees 
about how the response to a similar in-
cident can be improved going forward. 

I hope that we can continue that pro-
ductive dialogue with LAX and our 
other airports and work together to 
better prepare for such violence in the 
airport environment. 

We will never forget what happened 
at LAX on November 1, 2013, nor can we 

afford to forget the lessons to be 
learned from that tragic day. The 
threats to our Nation’s airports are 
ceaseless and constantly evolving. 
There could be another attack on any 
given day at any given airport. We 
must assume that it will happen. We 
must be more prepared. We must do 
better. We owe it to Officer Hernandez 
and his family. 

That is why I rise today in support of 
H.R. 720, and I urge all of my col-
leagues to pass this important bill. 

With that, Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I reserve 
the balance of my time and look for-
ward to the comments from the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS). 

Miss RICE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield 3 minutes to the gentlewoman 
from California (Ms. WATERS), the 
ranking member on the U.S. House 
Committee on Financial Services 
whose district encompasses Los Ange-
les International Airport. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
I thank the gentlewoman for the time. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise to support H.R. 
720, the Gerardo Hernandez Airport Se-
curity Act of 2015. I would like to 
thank Congressman JOHN KATKO, the 
chairman of the Subcommittee on 
Transportation Security of the House 
Committee on Homeland Security, for 
reintroducing this bill. I was proud to 
join him as an original cosponsor. 

I would like to thank Homeland Se-
curity Chairman MICHAEL MCCAUL, 
Ranking Member BENNIE THOMPSON, 
and our Subcommittee Ranking Mem-
ber KATHLEEN RICE for supporting this 
bill and bringing it to the floor for a 
vote. 

Mr. Speaker, this bipartisan bill was 
originally introduced last year in re-
sponse to the horrific November 1, 2013, 
shooting incident at Los Angeles Inter-
national Airport in my congressional 
district. 

This bill is named in honor of 
Gerardo Hernandez, the Transportation 
Security officer who was killed in the 
line of duty on that tragic day. As we 
debate this bill, we offer our deepest 
condolences to the family of Gerardo 
Hernandez, and we honor all of the 
TSOs, police officers, and other first re-
sponders who risked their lives to sta-
bilize the situation and protect the 
public during that terrible incident. 

Following the LAX shooting inci-
dent, Congress conducted several hear-
ings on the incident, including a field 
hearing in my district on March 28, 
2014. These hearings revealed serious 
security lapses which interfered with 
response efforts, such as emergency 
phones and panic buttons that did not 
work properly, problems in coordina-
tion between various police and fire de-
partments, and incompatible radio sys-
tems. These security failures are unac-
ceptable. 

The Gerardo Hernandez Airport Secu-
rity Act requires the Department of 
Homeland Security to conduct out-
reach to airports to verify that they 

have working plans to respond to secu-
rity incidents, including active shooter 
incidents, acts of terrorism, and inci-
dents that target passenger screening 
checkpoints like the one where Officer 
Hernandez was killed. 

b 1730 

It is imperative that major airports 
like LAX have state-of-the-art emer-
gency response systems. The safety and 
security of our Nation’s airports, and 
of all of the workers and travelers who 
pass through them, is of paramount 
importance. I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill and send it to the 
President’s desk. 

Miss RICE of New York. Mr. Speaker, 
I yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Mr. Speaker, in closing, I would like 
to thank Subcommittee Chairman 
KATKO for the bipartisan, inclusive, 
and constructive way in which he has 
conducted the subcommittee’s response 
to this incident. I am proud to join 
Ranking Member THOMPSON and Chair-
man MCCAUL as an original cosponsor 
of H.R. 720. This is bipartisan legisla-
tion that was unanimously passed by 
the House last Congress, and I urge my 
colleagues to do the same with this 
bill. 

I strongly believe that with our votes 
today, we will not only honor the life 
of Officer Hernandez, we have the op-
portunity to save lives, be they trans-
portation security officers, airport 
workers, or members of the flying pub-
lic. At the end of the day, saving those 
lives is the best way we can honor Offi-
cer Hernandez and his family. I once 
again urge my colleagues to pass this 
bill. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, I yield my-

self such time as I may consume. 
Mr. Speaker, the tragic event that 

unfolded at LAX in November of 2013 
was a stark reminder that much re-
mains to be done in securing America’s 
transit hubs, particularly the non-
sterile or nonsecure side of airports 
that are in many ways just like open 
shopping malls. 

Given this reality, we must ensure 
that airport communities are prepared 
to respond swiftly to any major secu-
rity incidents that threaten the safety 
of the traveling public. In remem-
brance of Transportation Security Offi-
cer Hernandez, I urge my colleagues to 
pass this important legislation. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 
Mr. MCCAUL. Mr. Speaker, as Chairman of 

the Committee on Homeland Security, I am 
proud to be an original cosponsor of H.R. 720, 
the Gerardo Hernandez Airport Security Act of 
2015. This bipartisan legislation will help air-
ports nationwide improve their emergency re-
sponse plans, in order to be better prepared 
for security incidents like the tragic shooting 
that occurred at Los Angeles International Air-
port on November 1, 2013. This legislation will 
enhance airport security by requiring the 
Transportation Security Administration to as-
sess security incident preparedness at airports 
across the country, train its own employees on 
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how to effectively respond to active shooter in-
cidents, develop plans for testing emergency 
communications equipment, and act as a 
clearinghouse for airport security best-prac-
tices. 

I had the opportunity to travel to LAX nearly 
a year ago for a site visit and field hearing led 
by the gentleman from North Carolina, Mr. 
HUDSON. During that trip, the Committee 
gained a better understanding of how rel-
atively easy it is for someone with malicious 
intent to wreak havoc at one of the world’s 
busiest airports and how important it is to 
have adequate emergency plans in place to 
respond to any security incident that may 
occur. 

I would like to commend the Chairman of 
the Subcommittee on Transportation Security, 
Mr. KATKO and the former Chairman of the 
Subcommittee, Mr. HUDSON for their diligent 
efforts to address this important issue, and 
their dedication to strengthening the state of 
airport security nationwide. I also wish to com-
mend the bipartisan efforts of both the Rank-
ing Member of the Full Committee, Mr. 
THOMPSON, and the Ranking Member of the 
Subcommittee, Miss RICE, whose support of 
this legislation is greatly appreciated. Identical 
language to H.R. 720 was approved by the 
Committee on Homeland Security last Con-
gress and subsequently passed the House by 
voice vote. 

I urge support for this critical measure. 
Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. Speak-

er, I rise in support of H.R. 720, a bill I am 
pleased to be a cosponsor of. 

The shooting at LAX resulted in the loss of 
Officer Hernandez’s life and served as a stark 
reminder of the dangers the men and women 
on the front lines of securing our aviation sec-
tor face. 

Unarmed and exposed, Transportation Se-
curity Officers perform the often thankless task 
of screening 1.8 million passengers per day. 

They do so with limited workplace protec-
tions and the great responsibility of preventing 
another terrorist attack on the scale of 9/11. 

Given their vulnerability and the critical role 
they play in protecting our homeland, it is es-
sential that airports and the law enforcement 
agencies that serve them have the resources, 
training, and plans in place to ensure a swift 
and effective response when an incident that 
threatens the safety of Transportation Security 
Officers occurs. 

In March of 2014, I had the opportunity to 
attend the Subcommittee on Transportation 
Security’s site visit and field hearing at Los 
Angeles International Airport focused on the 
tragic shooting that occurred there on Novem-
ber 1st of 2013. 

While the response of the individual police 
officers who prevented further loss of life on 
that tragic day is to be commended, the over-
all response at LAX left much to be desired. 

Panic buttons at the checkpoint were not in 
working order. The emergency phone Trans-
portation Security Officers have been trained 
to use did not display the location of the inci-
dent to the command center, and the police, 
firefighters, and emergency medical personnel 
responding could not communicate via inter-
operable radios. 

The bill before us today represents a bipar-
tisan effort to remedy many of the deficiencies 
identified following the shooting. 

During Committee consideration of the bill 
last Congress, Representative PAYNE offered 

an amendment to the bill requiring TSA to 
conduct a nationwide assessment of the inter-
operability capabilities of emergency respond-
ers at airports. 

I am pleased that the amendment was 
adopted and is still included in the bill before 
the House today. 

Such an assessment will help inform where 
communications gaps that may hamper emer-
gency response at airports still exist. 

I would like to once again give my condo-
lences for Officer Hernandez. 

Under current law, the families of individuals 
serving a public agency in an official capacity 
as a law enforcement officer, firefighter, or 
chaplain receive compensation if their loved 
one is killed in the line of duty. 

The same is true for families of employees 
of the Federal Emergency Management Agen-
cy and members of rescue squads or ambu-
lance crews. 

Unfortunately, the law has not been updated 
to include Transportation Security Officers 
within the definition of what constitutes a pub-
lic safety officer. 

As a result, the families of TSOs who are 
killed in the line of duty, such as the Her-
nandez family, are not entitled to funds from 
the Public Safety Officer’s Benefits Program. 

Last Congress, Representative BROWNLEY 
introduced legislation that would grant Trans-
portation Security Officers the benefits of other 
law enforcement officers that are killed in the 
line of duty. 

It is my understanding that Representative 
BROWNLEY intends to reintroduce the ‘‘Hon-
oring Our Fallen TSA Officers Act’’ this Con-
gress. 

I implore my colleagues to support the forth-
coming legislation so that the families of the 
men and women on the front lines of pro-
tecting our aviation sector are properly com-
pensated when tragedy strikes. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I rise in 
strong support of H. R. 720, The Gerardo Her-
nandez Airport Security Act of 2015, which im-
proves intergovernmental planning and com-
munication during security incidents at domes-
tic airports. 

As a former chair and ranking member of 
the Homeland Security Committee Transpor-
tation Security Subcommittee, I understand 
how important this bill will be in enhancing 
safety and protection in the air transit industry, 
not just for our citizens but for our Transpor-
tation Security Officers working in the line of 
duty. 

This legislation, which requires the Trans-
portation Security Administration (TSA) to de-
vote more resources for planning and commu-
nication during and in case of threats or emer-
gencies, is prompted by the tragic death of 
Gerardo I. Hernandez, a Transportation Secu-
rity Officer who was killed in the line of duty 
at Los Angeles International Airport on No-
vember 1, 2013. 

At just 39 years old, Gerardo Hernandez 
was the first TSA officer to lose his life in the 
line of duty in the 12 year history of the agen-
cy. 

He died from several gunshot wounds in-
flicted by an assailant while on duty at the Los 
Angeles International Airport 

Gerardo Hernandez was among those thou-
sands of TSA employs carrying out their mis-
sion to keep the airways safe for traveling citi-
zens, and their work across the nation cannot 
be understated. 

Seven victims were treated at the scene of 
the attack and three victims who were wound-
ed by gunfire, including two TSA officers, iden-
tified as 54-year-old James Speer and 36- 
year-old Tony Grigsby needed hospital treat-
ment. 

On average, TSA officers screen 1.7 million 
air passengers at more than 450 airports 
across the nation, which averaged over 637.5 
million passengers in 2012. 

H.R. 720 will help ensure that all screening 
personnel have received training in how to 
handle potential shooting threats. 

The bill also requires TSA to verify that all 
airports have plans in place to respond to any 
security threats, and provide technical assist-
ance as necessary to improve those plans. 

The bill also directs the Department of 
Homeland Security’s (DHS) Office of Cyberse-
curity and Communication to report to Con-
gress the capacity of law enforcement, fire, 
and medical response teams’ communication 
and response to security threats at airports. 

The Congressional Budget Office (CBO) es-
timates the implementation of H.R. 720 would 
cost about $2.5 million in 2015. Of the $2.5 
million, an estimated $1.5 million would serve 
to provide additional technical assistance to 
airports, and the remaining $1 million would 
be used to evaluate the interoperability of 
communication systems used by emergency 
response teams. 

Mr. Speaker, it has been almost 14 years 
since our country suffered the tragedy of the 
9/11 terrorist attacks. 

We will never forget how that day changed 
our lives, and the lives of every American gen-
eration to follow. 

Security measures in airports across the 
country have been enhanced dramatically, and 
the resulting inconvenience is a small price to 
pay for the protective measures needed to 
keep the travelling public safe. 

It is people like Gerardo Hernandez who do 
their best to make the necessary screening as 
least intrusive and burdensome as possible, 
consistent with the mission of ensuring the se-
curity of all members of the flying public. 

TSA officers willingly risk their lives to make 
sure the job gets done, and for that we owe 
these men and women a debt of gratitude. 

In honor of Gerardo Hernandez’s contribu-
tion to his country, I strongly support this bill 
and urge all my colleagues to join me in voting 
for its passage. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
KATKO) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 720. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. KATKO. Mr. Speaker, on that I 
demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

RECESS 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 12(a) of rule I, the Chair 
declares the House in recess until ap-
proximately 6:30 p.m. today. 
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Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 33 min-

utes p.m.), the House stood in recess. 
f 

b 1831 

AFTER RECESS 

The recess having expired, the House 
was called to order by the Speaker pro 
tempore (Mr. CARTER of Georgia) at 6 
o’clock and 31 minutes p.m. 

f 

EXPRESSING THE CONDOLENCES 
OF THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTA-
TIVES ON THE DEATH OF THE 
HONORABLE ALAN NUNNELEE, A 
REPRESENTATIVE FROM THE 
STATE OF MISSISSIPPI 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, I offer a privileged resolution 
and ask for its immediate consider-
ation. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 99 

In the House of Representatives, U.S., Feb-
ruary 10, 2015: 

Resolved, That the House has heard with 
profound sorrow of the death of the Honor-
able Alan Nunnelee, a Representative from 
the State of Mississippi. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate 
these resolutions to the Senate and transmit 
a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

Resolved, That when the House adjourns 
today, it adjourn as a further mark of re-
spect to the memory of the deceased. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
f 

ANNOUNCEMENT BY THE SPEAKER 
PRO TEMPORE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to clause 8 of rule XX, proceedings 
will resume on motions to suspend the 
rules previously postponed. 

Votes will be taken in the following 
order: 

H.R. 719, by the yeas and nays; 
H.R. 720, by the yeas and nays. 
The first electronic vote will be con-

ducted as a 15-minute vote. Remaining 
electronic votes will be conducted as 5- 
minute votes. 

f 

TSA OFFICE OF INSPECTION 
ACCOUNTABILITY ACT OF 2015 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The un-
finished business is the vote on the mo-
tion to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 719) to require the Transpor-
tation Security Administration to con-
form to existing Federal law and regu-
lations regarding criminal investigator 
positions, and for other purposes, on 
which the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 

question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from New York (Mr. 
KATKO) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill. 

The vote was taken by electronic de-
vice, and there were—yeas 414, nays 0, 
not voting 18, as follows: 

[Roll No. 69] 

YEAS—414 

Abraham 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle (PA) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu (CA) 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 
Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 

DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Doyle (PA) 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Emmer 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 
Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 

Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 
Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (FL) 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Pallone 
Palmer 
Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 

Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 

Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Sensenbrenner 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 
Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NE) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 

Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Woodall 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NOT VOTING—18 

Capps 
Cartwright 
Collins (GA) 
Diaz-Balart 
Duckworth 
Gosar 
Gutiérrez 

Labrador 
Lee 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Noem 
Palazzo 
Roe (TN) 

Ruiz 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Stewart 
Welch 

b 1857 

Ms. KAPTUR changed her vote from 
‘‘nay’’ to ‘‘yea.’’ 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

MOMENT OF SILENCE IN REMEM-
BRANCE OF THE LATE HONOR-
ABLE ALAN NUNNELEE 

Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi. Mr. 
Speaker, on Friday we lost our col-
league ALAN NUNNELEE, who rep-
resented the First Congressional Dis-
trict of Mississippi. 

On yesterday, Congressman 
NUNNELEE was funeralized. The entire 
Mississippi delegation and 40 other 
Members of Congress attended. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that the House 
pause for a moment of silence in re-
membrance of Congressman NUNNELEE. 

The SPEAKER. Members will rise 
and observe a moment of silence. 

f 

GERARDO HERNANDEZ AIRPORT 
SECURITY ACT OF 2015 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, 5- 
minute voting will continue. 
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There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The unfinished busi-

ness is the vote on the motion to sus-
pend the rules and pass the bill (H.R. 
720) to improve intergovernmental 
planning for and communication dur-
ing security incidents at domestic air-
ports, and for other purposes, on which 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion offered by the gentleman 
from New York (Mr. KATKO) that the 
House suspend the rules and pass the 
bill. 

This will be a 5-minute vote. 
The vote was taken by electronic de-

vice, and there were—yeas 411, nays 1, 
not voting 20, as follows: 

[Roll No. 70] 

YEAS—411 

Abraham 
Adams 
Aderholt 
Aguilar 
Allen 
Amash 
Amodei 
Ashford 
Babin 
Barletta 
Barr 
Barton 
Bass 
Beatty 
Becerra 
Benishek 
Bera 
Beyer 
Bilirakis 
Bishop (GA) 
Bishop (MI) 
Bishop (UT) 
Black 
Blackburn 
Blum 
Blumenauer 
Bonamici 
Bost 
Boustany 
Boyle (PA) 
Brady (PA) 
Brady (TX) 
Brat 
Bridenstine 
Brooks (AL) 
Brooks (IN) 
Brown (FL) 
Brownley (CA) 
Buchanan 
Buck 
Bucshon 
Burgess 
Bustos 
Butterfield 
Byrne 
Calvert 
Capuano 
Cárdenas 
Carney 
Carson (IN) 
Carter (GA) 
Carter (TX) 
Castor (FL) 
Castro (TX) 
Chabot 
Chaffetz 
Chu (CA) 
Cicilline 
Clark (MA) 
Clarke (NY) 
Clawson (FL) 
Clay 
Cleaver 
Clyburn 
Coffman 
Cohen 
Cole 
Collins (NY) 
Comstock 
Conaway 
Connolly 
Conyers 

Cook 
Cooper 
Costa 
Costello (PA) 
Courtney 
Cramer 
Crawford 
Crenshaw 
Crowley 
Cuellar 
Culberson 
Cummings 
Curbelo (FL) 
Davis (CA) 
Davis, Danny 
Davis, Rodney 
DeFazio 
DeGette 
Delaney 
DeLauro 
DelBene 
Denham 
Dent 
DeSantis 
DeSaulnier 
DesJarlais 
Deutch 
Dingell 
Doggett 
Dold 
Doyle (PA) 
Duffy 
Duncan (SC) 
Duncan (TN) 
Edwards 
Ellison 
Ellmers 
Emmer 
Engel 
Eshoo 
Esty 
Farenthold 
Farr 
Fattah 
Fincher 
Fitzpatrick 
Fleischmann 
Fleming 
Flores 
Forbes 
Fortenberry 
Foster 
Foxx 
Frankel (FL) 
Franks (AZ) 
Frelinghuysen 
Fudge 
Gabbard 
Gallego 
Garamendi 
Garrett 
Gibbs 
Gibson 
Gohmert 
Goodlatte 
Gowdy 
Graham 
Granger 
Graves (GA) 
Graves (LA) 
Graves (MO) 
Grayson 

Green, Al 
Green, Gene 
Griffith 
Grijalva 
Grothman 
Guinta 
Guthrie 
Hahn 
Hanna 
Hardy 
Harper 
Harris 
Hartzler 
Hastings 
Heck (NV) 
Heck (WA) 
Hensarling 
Herrera Beutler 
Hice (GA) 
Higgins 
Hill 
Himes 
Hinojosa 
Holding 
Honda 
Hoyer 
Hudson 
Huelskamp 
Huffman 
Huizenga (MI) 
Hultgren 
Hunter 
Hurd (TX) 
Hurt (VA) 
Israel 
Issa 
Jackson Lee 
Jeffries 
Jenkins (KS) 
Jenkins (WV) 
Johnson (GA) 
Johnson (OH) 
Johnson, E. B. 
Johnson, Sam 
Jolly 
Jones 
Jordan 
Joyce 
Kaptur 
Katko 
Keating 
Kelly (IL) 
Kelly (PA) 
Kennedy 
Kildee 
Kilmer 
Kind 
King (IA) 
King (NY) 
Kinzinger (IL) 
Kirkpatrick 
Kline 
Knight 
Kuster 
LaMalfa 
Lamborn 
Lance 
Langevin 
Larsen (WA) 
Larson (CT) 
Latta 
Lawrence 

Levin 
Lewis 
Lieu (CA) 
Lipinski 
LoBiondo 
Loebsack 
Lofgren 
Long 
Loudermilk 
Love 
Lowenthal 
Lowey 
Lucas 
Luetkemeyer 
Luján, Ben Ray 

(NM) 
Lummis 
Lynch 
MacArthur 
Maloney, 

Carolyn 
Maloney, Sean 
Marchant 
Marino 
Massie 
Matsui 
McCarthy 
McCaul 
McClintock 
McCollum 
McDermott 
McGovern 
McHenry 
McKinley 
McMorris 

Rodgers 
McNerney 
McSally 
Meadows 
Meehan 
Meeks 
Meng 
Messer 
Mica 
Miller (FL) 
Miller (MI) 
Moolenaar 
Mooney (WV) 
Moore 
Moulton 
Mullin 
Mulvaney 
Murphy (PA) 
Nadler 
Napolitano 
Neal 
Neugebauer 
Newhouse 
Nolan 
Norcross 
Nugent 
Nunes 
O’Rourke 
Olson 
Palazzo 
Pallone 
Palmer 

Pascrell 
Paulsen 
Payne 
Pearce 
Pelosi 
Perlmutter 
Perry 
Peters 
Peterson 
Pingree 
Pittenger 
Pitts 
Pocan 
Poe (TX) 
Poliquin 
Polis 
Pompeo 
Posey 
Price (GA) 
Price (NC) 
Quigley 
Rangel 
Ratcliffe 
Reed 
Reichert 
Renacci 
Ribble 
Rice (NY) 
Rice (SC) 
Richmond 
Rigell 
Roby 
Rogers (AL) 
Rogers (KY) 
Rohrabacher 
Rokita 
Rooney (FL) 
Ros-Lehtinen 
Roskam 
Ross 
Rothfus 
Rouzer 
Roybal-Allard 
Royce 
Ruppersberger 
Rush 
Russell 
Ryan (OH) 
Ryan (WI) 
Salmon 
Sánchez, Linda 

T. 
Sarbanes 
Scalise 
Schakowsky 
Schiff 
Schock 
Schrader 
Schweikert 
Scott (VA) 
Scott, Austin 
Scott, David 
Serrano 
Sessions 
Sewell (AL) 
Sherman 
Shimkus 

Shuster 
Simpson 
Sinema 
Sires 
Slaughter 
Smith (MO) 
Smith (NJ) 
Smith (TX) 
Smith (WA) 
Speier 
Stefanik 
Stivers 
Stutzman 
Swalwell (CA) 
Takai 
Takano 
Thompson (CA) 
Thompson (MS) 
Thompson (PA) 
Thornberry 
Tiberi 
Tipton 
Titus 
Tonko 
Torres 
Trott 
Tsongas 
Turner 
Upton 
Valadao 
Van Hollen 
Vargas 
Veasey 
Vela 
Velázquez 
Visclosky 
Wagner 
Walberg 
Walden 
Walker 
Walorski 
Walters, Mimi 
Walz 
Wasserman 

Schultz 
Waters, Maxine 
Watson Coleman 
Weber (TX) 
Webster (FL) 
Wenstrup 
Westerman 
Westmoreland 
Whitfield 
Williams 
Wilson (FL) 
Wilson (SC) 
Wittman 
Womack 
Yarmuth 
Yoder 
Yoho 
Young (AK) 
Young (IA) 
Young (IN) 
Zeldin 
Zinke 

NAYS—1 

Sensenbrenner 

NOT VOTING—20 

Capps 
Cartwright 
Collins (GA) 
Diaz-Balart 
Duckworth 
Gosar 
Gutiérrez 

Labrador 
Lee 
Lujan Grisham 

(NM) 
Murphy (FL) 
Noem 
Roe (TN) 

Ruiz 
Sanchez, Loretta 
Sanford 
Smith (NE) 
Stewart 
Welch 
Woodall 

b 1906 

So (two-thirds being in the affirma-
tive) the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

The result of the vote was announced 
as above recorded. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION 
Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I was delayed 

for votes on Tuesday, February 10, 2015, as 
the train I was on ended up being delayed by 
two and a half hours, and as a consequence, 
I arrived half an hour late and missed votes. 
Had I been present, I would have voted in the 

following manner: H.R. 719—TSA Office of In-
spection Accountability Act—vote: ‘‘yes,’’ H.R. 
720—Gerardo Hernandez Airport Security 
Act—vote: ‘‘yes.’’ 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
S. 1, KEYSTONE XL PIPELINE AP-
PROVAL ACT, AND PROVIDING 
FOR PROCEEDINGS DURING THE 
PERIOD FROM FEBRUARY 16, 
2015, THROUGH FEBRUARY 23, 2015 

Mr. COLE, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 114–22) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 100) providing for consideration of 
the bill (S. 1) to approve the Keystone 
XL Pipeline, and providing for pro-
ceedings during the period from Feb-
ruary 16, 2015, through February 23, 
2015, which was referred to the House 
Calendar and ordered to be printed. 

f 

REPORT ON RESOLUTION PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 644, FIGHTING HUNGER IN-
CENTIVE ACT OF 2015, AND PRO-
VIDING FOR CONSIDERATION OF 
H.R. 636, AMERICA’S SMALL BUSI-
NESS TAX RELIEF ACT OF 2015 

Mr. COLE, from the Committee on 
Rules, submitted a privileged report 
(Rept. No. 114–23) on the resolution (H. 
Res. 101) providing for consideration of 
the bill (H.R. 644) to amend the Inter-
nal Revenue Code of 1986 to perma-
nently extend and expand the chari-
table deduction for contributions of 
food inventory, and providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 636) to 
amend the Internal Revenue Code of 
1986 to permanently extend increased 
expensing limitations, and for other 
purposes, which was referred to the 
House Calendar and ordered to be 
printed. 

f 

ESSENTIAL TRANSPORTATION 
WORKER IDENTIFICATION CRE-
DENTIAL ASSESSMENT ACT 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H.R. 710) to require the 
Secretary of Homeland Security to pre-
pare a comprehensive security assess-
ment of the transportation security 
card program, and for other purposes. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 710 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-
resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Essential 
Transportation Worker Identification Cre-
dential Assessment Act’’. 
SEC. 2. COMPREHENSIVE SECURITY ASSESSMENT 

OF THE TRANSPORTATION SECU-
RITY CARD PROGRAM. 

(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than one year 
after the date of enactment of this Act, the 
Secretary of Homeland Security shall sub-
mit to the Committee on Homeland Security 
and the Committee on Transportation and 
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Infrastructure of the House of Representa-
tives, the Committee on Commerce, Science, 
and Transportation of the Senate, and the 
Comptroller General of the United States a 
comprehensive assessment of the effective-
ness of the transportation security card pro-
gram under section 70105 of title 46, United 
States Code, at enhancing security and re-
ducing security risks for facilities and ves-
sels regulated pursuant to section 102 of Pub-
lic Law 107–295. Such assessment shall be 
conducted by a national laboratory that, to 
the extent practicable, is within the Depart-
ment of Homeland Security laboratory net-
work with expertise in maritime security or 
by a maritime security university-based cen-
ter within the Department of Homeland Se-
curity centers of excellence network. 

(b) CONTENTS.—The comprehensive assess-
ment shall include— 

(1) an evaluation of the extent to which the 
program, as implemented, addresses known 
or likely security risks in the maritime envi-
ronment; 

(2) an evaluation of the extent to which de-
ficiencies identified by the Comptroller Gen-
eral have been addressed; and 

(3) a cost-benefit analysis of the program, 
as implemented. 

(c) CORRECTIVE ACTION PLAN; PROGRAM RE-
FORMS.—Not later than 60 days after the Sec-
retary submits the assessment under sub-
section (a), the Secretary shall submit a cor-
rective action plan to the Committee on 
Homeland Security and the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure of the 
House of Representatives and the Committee 
on Commerce, Science, and Transportation 
of the Senate that responds to the assess-
ment under subsection (b). The corrective 
action plan shall include an implementation 
plan with benchmarks, may include pro-
grammatic reforms, revisions to regulations, 
or proposals for legislation, and shall be con-
sidered in any rule making by the Depart-
ment relating to the transportation security 
card program. 

(d) COMPTROLLER GENERAL REVIEW.—Not 
later than 120 days after the Secretary issues 
the corrective action plan under subsection 
(c), the Comptroller General shall— 

(1) review the extent to which such plan 
implements— 

(A) recommendations issued by the na-
tional laboratory or maritime security uni-
versity-based center, as applicable, in the as-
sessment submitted under subsection (a); 
and 

(B) recommendations issued by the Comp-
troller General before the enactment of this 
Act; and 

(2) inform the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity and the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure of the House of Rep-
resentatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate as to the responsiveness of such plan 
to such recommendations. 

(e) TRANSPORTATION SECURITY CARD READ-
ER RULE.— 

(1) IN GENERAL.—The Secretary of Home-
land Security may not issue a final rule re-
quiring the use of transportation security 
card readers until— 

(A) the Comptroller General informs the 
Committees on Homeland Security and the 
Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure of the House of Representatives 
and Commerce, Science and Transportation 
of the Senate that the submission under sub-
section (a) is responsive to the recommenda-
tions of the Comptroller General; and 

(B) the Secretary issues an updated list of 
transportation security card readers that are 
compatible with active transportation secu-
rity cards. 

(2) LIMITATION ON APPLICATION.—Paragraph 
(1) shall not apply with respect to any final 

rule issued pursuant to the notice of pro-
posed rulemaking on Transportation Worker 
Identification Credential (TWIC)-Reader Re-
quirements published by the Coast Guard on 
March 22, 2013 (78 Fed. Reg. 17781) 

(f) COMPTROLLER GENERAL OVERSIGHT.— 
Not less than 18 months after the date of the 
issuance of the corrective action plan under 
subsection (c), and every six months there-
after during the 3-year period following the 
date of the issuance of the first report under 
this subsection, the Comptroller General 
shall report to the Committee on Homeland 
Security and the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure of the House of 
Representatives and the Committee on Com-
merce, Science, and Transportation of the 
Senate regarding implementation of the cor-
rective action plan. 
SEC. 3. NO ADDITIONAL FUNDS AUTHORIZED. 

No additional funds are authorized to be 
appropriated to carry out this Act and the 
amendments made by this Act, and this Act 
and such amendments shall be carried out 
using amounts otherwise available for such 
purpose. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Georgia (Mr. CARTER) and the gentle-
woman from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) 
each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Georgia. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-

er, I ask unanimous consent that all 
Members have 5 legislative days within 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include any extraneous ma-
terial on the bill under consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Georgia? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-

er, I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

I rise today in strong support of H.R. 
710, the Essential Transportation 
Worker Identification Credential As-
sessment Act. 

First, I would like to thank the gen-
tlelady from Texas (Ms. JACKSON LEE) 
for reintroducing this thoughtful legis-
lation and the gentlewoman from 
Michigan (Mrs. MILLER) for her leader-
ship in moving it through her sub-
committee last Congress. 

Mr. Speaker, this legislation calls for 
a security assessment to determine the 
efficacy of the Transportation Worker 
Identification Credential, commonly 
known as the TWIC program. This bill 
will help Congress better determine the 
value of the TWIC program and simul-
taneously allow the Department to 
proceed with finalizing the long-await-
ed card reader rule. 

I support this bill under consider-
ation on the floor today because it re-
sponds to a key recommendation of the 
Government Accountability Office that 
the TWIC program should have a base-
line security assessment before the 
program moves forward. 

I have several thriving ports in my 
district, such as Savannah, Brunswick, 
and Kings Bay. As many of my col-
leagues who also have ports in their 
districts know, TWIC is a port security 

program that has been wrought with 
constant delays and questions about its 
overall security value. 

Last Congress, the Border and Mari-
time Subcommittee held a hearing 
with the Coast Guard, TSA, and GAO 
on the TWIC program and the ongoing 
concerns therein, and this legislation is 
a result of that strong oversight. 

It may be hard to believe, but more 
than a decade after the legislation that 
required TWIC was first enacted, there 
has been no security or effectiveness 
assessment of the program to assess 
the underlying assumptions of the se-
curity and access control concerns the 
card was intended to mitigate. 

This bill seeks to answer the simple 
question: How, if at all, does TWIC im-
prove maritime security? This should 
have been one of the very first things 
the Department did when it began to 
implement this program, and this bill 
ensures it is done. 

The TWIC card was initially designed 
to prevent terrorists from gaining ac-
cess to sensitive parts of our Nation’s 
ports through the use of biometric-en-
abled credentials. However, with no bi-
ometric reader regulations in place, 
the TWIC card is currently used as a 
flash pass since most facilities and ves-
sels are neither currently required to 
nor voluntarily utilize biometric read-
ers. The lack of biometric readers, 
therefore, limits the effectiveness of 
this program. 

For several years, members of the 
Homeland Security Committee have 
been calling on the Department to re-
lease the card reader rule to provide 
some certainty to workers and indus-
try. 

b 1915 
The final rule to require TWIC read-

ers to be used at the riskiest 5 percent 
of all TWIC-regulated vessels and fa-
cilities has not been issued. The notice 
of proposed rulemaking was posted al-
most 2 years ago which was nearly 6 
years after workers were first required 
to pay for and obtain a TWIC card. 

The delays are so significant that 
workers have already had to renew 
their biometric credentials in the time 
it has taken to issue regulations on 
credential readers to actually utilize 
the biometric-enabled technology. This 
is absurd. 

While we all agree there is much 
room for improvement with the TWIC 
program, putting it on hold for several 
more years would do more harm than 
good. The business community has 
been preparing for this TWIC rule for 
several years. 

This bill would give them certainty 
about the requirements of the TWIC 
program. It also allows the Coast 
Guard and TSA to continue their ef-
forts to deliver the port security pro-
gram Congress expected years ago. 

Finally, Mr. Speaker, H.R. 710 re-
quires the GAO to perform consistent 
reviews of the TWIC program and to 
follow the changes the Department 
makes as a result of the required as-
sessment. This added level of review 
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will provide Congress with progress up-
dates for future legislative action. 

The proposed rule and open GAO rec-
ommendations lead to some very basic 
questions about mitigating threat, 
risk, and vulnerability at our Nation’s 
ports and how the TWIC program 
should be used effectively to prevent a 
potential terrorist attack. 

We have an obligation, Mr. Speaker, 
to get this right. I urge my colleagues 
to support H.R. 710, and I reserve the 
balance of my time. 

COMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND 
INFRASTRUCTURE, HOUSE OF REP-
RESENTATIVES, 

Washington, DC, February 5, 2015. 
Hon. MICHAEL T. MCCAUL, 
Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security, 

Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN MCCAUL: I write con-

cerning H.R. 710, the Essential Transpor-
tation Worker Identification Credential As-
sessment Act. This legislation includes mat-
ters that fall within the Rule X jurisdiction 
of the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

In order to expedite floor consideration of 
H.R. 710, the Committee on Transportation 
and Infrastructure will forgo action on this 
bill. However, this is conditional on our mu-
tual understanding that forgoing consider-
ation of the bill does not prejudice the Com-
mittee with respect to the appointment of 
conferees or to any future jurisdictional 
claim over the subject matters contained in 
the bill or similar legislation that fall within 
the Committee’s Rule X jurisdiction. I re-
quest you urge the Speaker to name mem-
bers of the Committee to any conference 
committee named to consider such provi-
sions. 

Please place a copy of this letter and your 
response acknowledging our jurisdictional 
interest into the Congressional Record dur-
ing consideration of the measure on the 
House floor. 

Sincerely, 
BILL SHUSTER, 

Chairman. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, COM-
MITTEE ON HOMELAND SECURITY, 

Washington, DC, February 5, 2015. 
Hon. BILL SHUSTER, 
Chairman, Committee on Transportation and 

Infrastructure, Washington, DC. 
DEAR CHAIRMAN SHUSTER: Thank you for 

your letter regarding H.R. 710, the ‘‘Essential 
Transportation Worker Identification Cre-
dential Assessment Act.’’ I appreciate your 
support in bringing this legislation before 
the House of Representatives, and accord-
ingly, understand that the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure will fore-
go action on the bill. 

The Committee on Homeland Security con-
curs with the mutual understanding that by 
foregoing consideration of this bill at this 
time, the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure does not waive any jurisdic-
tion over the subject matter contained in 
this bill or similar legislation in the future. 
In addition, should a conference on this bill 
be necessary, I would support your request to 
have the Committee on Transportation and 
Infrastructure represented on the conference 
committee. 

I will insert copies of this exchange in the 
Congressional Record during consideration 
of this bill on the House floor. I thank you 
for your cooperation in this matter. 

Sincerely, 
MICHAEL T. MCCAUL, 

Chairman, Committee on Homeland Security. 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise in strong support of H.R. 710, the 

Essential Transportation Worker Iden-
tification Credential Assessment Act, 
and I yield myself such time as I may 
consume. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to thank my 
good friend from Georgia for his con-
cern and for his commitment and 
thank him for his service on the Home-
land Security Committee. I also want 
to acknowledge our chairman and our 
ranking member of the full committee 
and Mrs. MILLER who now serves as the 
chairwoman of the Border and Mari-
time Security, on which I served as the 
ranking member in the last Congress. 

The bill passed the House unani-
mously in the 113th Congress, and I am 
pleased it is being considered by the 
House again today. Mr. Speaker, might 
I add my appreciation to the House 
leadership, in particular the Speaker; 
majority leader; and, of course, our 
leader and minority whip. 

The SAFE Port Act of 2006 directed 
the Secretary of Homeland Security to 
implement a biometric credential pro-
gram, now known as the TWIC pro-
gram, to ensure that individuals with 
unescorted access to secure areas of 
ports and vessels were vetted and car-
rying proper credentials. 

Mr. Speaker, I had a TWIC card. I re-
member being there as the TWIC card 
was being implemented and watching 
various workers come to a central 
point and sign up for the TWIC card. 
We had great hope and inspiration on 
that TWIC card. 

Establishment of this program was 
viewed as critical to ensuring protec-
tion of our ports from a so-called in-
sider security threat; however, in the 
years since it was established, the De-
partment of Homeland Security strug-
gled to realize the security benefits 
that Congress envisioned. 

I know that the former director of 
the Transportation Security Adminis-
tration, Mr. Pistole, was very con-
cerned. It should be noted their efforts 
are an important part of their work, 
along with others. 

In fact, the Government Account-
ability Office has examined the pro-
gram and identified serious short-
comings that may undermine the pro-
gram’s intended purpose and make it 
difficult to justify the program’s costs 
and particularly the costs to workers. I 
saw that firsthand. I also saw the chal-
lenges of workers who had many 
unique scheduling for their work hours 
to be able to get a TWIC card. 

In response, I introduced H.R. 710 and 
its predecessor last Congress with the 
support of Subcommittee Chairman 
MILLER as an original cosponsor to en-
sure that Congress receives an inde-
pendent, scientific assessment of the 
program and to require the Secretary 
to issue a corrective action plan in re-
sponse to the assessment. 

Ranking Member THOMPSON is also a 
cosponsor, but this is bipartisan legis-
lation. The required assessment should 
give Congress the information it needs 
to determine how best to proceed with 
the TWIC program. 

The bill has been refined over time to 
ensure that the long overdue rule-
making for TWIC card readers would 
not be affected by the bill and to refine 
the scope of the assessment we are 
seeking. 

There is great interest in that final 
rule; particularly, there is interest in 
how many ports and vessels will be re-
quired to install readers for biometric 
cards. If the final rule requires only a 
limited number of vessels and ports to 
have biometric readers, as has been 
previously proposed by the Depart-
ment, we will still—we will still—cer-
tainly need to have a discussion about 
what this means for the approximately 
2 million truckers, longshoremen, and 
port workers who today carry TWICs 
as part of their jobs. 

For those of us who live around and 
near our ports, such as the Houston 
port, we know that this will have a 
great impact. 

In closing, I again thank my friend 
for his concern and presence here on 
the floor today and in support of this 
legislation. 

Mr. Speaker, I just want to make the 
point that this bill was generated by 
the GAO report which found a number 
of concerns, and I just want to mention 
one or two. The reliability of data col-
lection retention was done in an in-
complete and inconsistent manner, this 
report wanted to inform us of—this was 
a GAO TWIC report—and it commented 
on some of the illnesses or ailments of 
this process. 

It reported that transaction data did 
not match underlying documentation, 
installed TWIC readers and access con-
trol systems could not collect required 
data on TWIC reader use, and TSA and 
the independent test agent did not em-
ploy effective compensating data col-
lection measures. 

Also, pilot participants did not docu-
ment instances of denied access. Fi-
nally, TSA and the independent test 
agent did not collect complete data on 
malfunctioning TWIC cards. 

This legislation, the underlying legis-
lation, H.R. 710, is to be a helper. It is 
to help correct our path to make the 
document, the TWIC card that all of us 
are quite familiar with, the best effec-
tive data-collecting document and sys-
tem that it can possibly be. 

I am very grateful that, again, my 
colleagues on the Homeland Security 
Committee have supported this legisla-
tion, and I ask my colleagues to join us 
in making what is good much better 
and best to be able to secure the Na-
tion and provide for the homeland. 

Mr. Speaker, I rise in strong support of my 
bill, H.R. 710, the ‘‘Essential Transportation 
Worker Identification Credential Assessment 
Act.’’ 

This bill passed the House unanimously in 
the 113th Congress and I am pleased it is 
being considered by the House again today. 

The SAFE Port Act of 2006 directed the 
Secretary of Homeland Security to implement 
a biometric credential program, now known as 
the TWIC program, to ensure that individuals 
with unescorted access to secure areas of 
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ports and vessels were vetted and carrying 
proper credentials. 

Establishment of this program was viewed 
as critical to ensuring the protection of our 
ports from a so-called ‘‘insider security threat.’’ 

However, in the years since it was estab-
lished, the Department of Homeland Security 
struggled to realize the security benefits that 
Congress envisioned. 

In fact, the Government Accountability Of-
fice has examined the program and identified 
serious shortcomings that may undermine the 
program’s intended purpose and make it dif-
ficult to justify program costs, and particularly 
the costs to workers. 

In response, I introduced H.R. 710 and its 
predecessor last Congress, with the support of 
Subcommittee Chairman MILLER as an original 
cosponsor, to ensure that Congress receives 
an independent scientific assessment of the 
program and to require the Secretary to issue 
a corrective action plan in response to the as-
sessment. 

The required assessment should give Con-
gress the information it needs to determine 
how best to proceed with the TWIC program. 

The bill has been refined over time to en-
sure that the long-overdue rulemaking for 
TWIC card readers would not be affected by 
the bill and to refine the scope of the assess-
ment we are seeking. 

There is great interest in that final rule, par-
ticularly there is interest in how many ports 
and vessels will be required to install readers 
for biometric cards. 

If the final rule requires only a limited num-
ber of vessels and ports to have biometric 
readers, as has been previously proposed by 
the Department, we will certainly need to have 
a discussion about what this means for the 
approximately 2 million truckers, longshore-
men and port workers who today carry TWICs 
as part of their jobs. 

In closing, I want to express my apprecia-
tion to Chairman MILLER for the bipartisan na-
ture of the work on this bill and express my 
appreciation to her staff for their cooperation. 

I am proud to represent a portion of the Port 
of Houston and know firsthand the importance 
of this issue to the maritime workers, truckers, 
and others who access our Nation’s ports 
every day. It is imperative that we get this 
right on their behalf. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge passage of H.R. 710, a 
bipartisan bill that is essential to ensuring that 
the Department of Homeland Security has an 
effective program in place to help secure our 
ports. 

Identical legislation that I authored was ap-
proved unanimously last Congress. Today, 
with this legislation, we have the opportunity to 
send another strong message to the Depart-
ment. 

Mr. Speaker, as a senior member of the 
Homeland Security Committee, the Ranking 
Member of the Border and Maritime Security 
Subcommittee, and the author of the legisla-
tion, I rise in strong and enthusiastic support 
of H.R. 710, the ‘‘Essential Transportation 
Worker Identification Credential Assessment 
Act.’’ 

H.R. 710 is identical in all substantive re-
spects to H.R. 3202, which passed the House 
during the 113th Congress on July 28, 2014. 

The Essential Transportation Worker Identi-
fication Credential Assessment Act directs the 
Secretary of Homeland Security (DHS) to sub-
mit to Congress and the Comptroller General 

(GAO) a comprehensive assessment of the ef-
fectiveness of the transportation security card 
program at enhancing security or reducing se-
curity risks for maritime facilities and vessels. 

I reintroduced H.R. 710, in response to this 
GAO TWIC Report on the Weaknesses in the 
Transportation Worker Identification Credential 
(TWIC) Reader Pilot program that impacted 
the accuracy, and reliability of the system. 

The GAO report stated that data collection 
and retention was done in an incomplete and 
inconsistent manner during the pilot, further 
undermining the completeness, accuracy, and 
reliability of the data collected at pilot sites. 

Problems identified included by the GAO re-
port included: 

1. Installed TWIC readers and access con-
trol systems could not collect required data on 
TWIC reader use, and TSA and the inde-
pendent test agent did not employ effective 
compensating data collection measures. 

2. Reported transaction data did not match 
underlying documentation. 

3. Pilot documentation did not contain com-
plete TWIC reader and access control system 
characteristics. 

4. Transportation Security Administration 
(TSA) and the independent test agent did not 
record clear baseline data for comparing oper-
ational performance at access points with 
TWIC readers. 

5. TSA and the independent test agent did 
not collect complete data on malfunctioning 
TWIC cards. 

6. Pilot participants did not document in-
stances of denied access. 

7. TSA and the independent test agent did 
not collect consistent data on the operational 
impact of using TWIC cards with readers. 

8. Pilot site reports did not contain complete 
information about installed TWIC readers’ and 
access control systems’ design. 

H.R. 710 addresses the problems outlined 
in the GAO report by directing the Secretary to 
issue a corrective action plan based on the 
assessment that responds to the findings of a 
cost-benefit analysis of the program and en-
hances security or reduces security risk for 
such facilities and vessels. 

Following the assessment the Comptroller 
General, within 120 days must review the ex-
tent to which the submissions implement cer-
tain recommendations issued by the Comp-
troller General, and inform Congress as to the 
responsiveness of the submission. 

The bill also prohibits the Secretary from 
issuing a final rule requiring the use of trans-
portation security card readers until the Comp-
troller General informs Congress that the sub-
mission is substantially responsive to the GAO 
recommendations, and the Secretary issues 
an updated list of transportation security card 
readers that are compatible with active trans-
portation security cards. 

Mr. Speaker, my congressional district is lo-
cated in Houston, Texas, which is home to the 
Port of Houston, one of the world’s busiest 
ports, and one of its most critical infrastructure 
projects. 

According to the Department of Commerce 
in 2012, Texas exports totaled $265 billion. 

The Port of Houston is a 25-mile-long com-
plex of diversified public and private facilities 
located just a few hours’ sailing time from the 
Gulf of Mexico. 

In 2012, ship channel-related businesses 
contribute 1,026,820 jobs and generate more 
than $178.5 billion in statewide economic im-
pact. 

For the past 11 consecutive years, Texas 
has outpaced the rest of the nation’s ports in 
exports and ranked: 1. 1st in foreign tonnage; 
2. 2nd in total tonnage; and 3. 7th in container 
ports by total TEUs in 2012. 

The Port of Houston is the largest Texas 
port with 46% of market share by tonnage and 
the largest Texas container port with 96% 
market share in containers by total TEUs in 
2012. 

It is the largest Gulf Coast container port, 
handling 67% of Gulf Coast container traffic in 
2012 and ranked 2nd in terms of cargo value 
(based on CBP Customs port definitions). 

The Government Accountability Office 
(GAO), reports that the Port of Houston, its 
waterways, and vessels are part of an eco-
nomic engine handling more than $700 billion 
in merchandise annually. 

The Port of Houston houses approximately 
100 steamship lines offering services that link 
Houston with 1,053 ports in 203 countries. 

The Port of Houston hosts a $15 billion pe-
trochemical complex, the largest in the nation 
and second largest worldwide. 

The Port of Houston petrochemical complex 
supplies over 40 percent of the nation’s base 
petrochemical manufacturing capacity. 

What happens at the Port of Houston af-
fects the entire nation. 

When Congress enacted the SAFE Ports 
Act in 2006, we directed the Secretary of 
Homeland Security to implement a biometric 
credential program to ensure that individuals 
with unescorted access to sensitive areas in 
ports and vessels were vetted and known. 

However, under the Homeland Security 
Committee’s oversight responsibilities we 
learned that, as implemented by TSA and the 
Coast Guard, there are weaknesses in the 
program. 

For this reason, I introduced H.R. 710, with 
the support of Mr. THOMPSON, the Homeland 
Security Committee Ranking Member, and 
Mrs. MILLER, Chair of the Border and Maritime 
Security Subcommittee as original cosponsors, 
to ensure that Congress receives an inde-
pendent scientific assessment of the program 
and to require the Secretary to issue a correc-
tive action plan in response to the assess-
ment. 

The required assessment should give Con-
gress the information it needs to determine 
how best to proceed with the program. 

I want to point out that in the last Congress 
when this bill was marked up in Committee, 
language was integrated to ensure that clari-
fied that pending rulemaking would not be im-
pacted by the bill and refined the scope of the 
assessment we are seeking. 

H.R. 710 retains this language. 
The Department has said that the final rule 

for biometric readers will be published in Janu-
ary 2015. 

There is great interest in the Department’s 
final rule for biometric readers, particularly as 
it relates to the number of ports and vessels 
that will be required to install readers for bio-
metric cards. 

If the final rule requires only a limited num-
ber of vessels and ports to have biometric 
readers, as has been previously proposed by 
the Department, we will certainly need to have 
a discussion about what this means for the 
approximately 2 million truckers, longshore-
men and port workers who today are required 
to carry biometric cards to do their jobs. 

I want to express my appreciation to Chair-
man MILLER for the bipartisan nature of the 
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work on this and all the bills that originate in 
her Subcommittee and thank her and the 
Committee staff for their cooperation and as-
sistance in shepherding this vital legislation to 
the floor. 

I ask my colleagues on both sides of the 
aisle to strongly support this bipartisan bill. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 

Mr. CARTER of Georgia. Mr. Speak-
er, first of all, I want to thank the gen-
tlewoman from Texas for her leader-
ship in this very important issue. 

Once again, I want to urge all of my 
colleagues to support this strong, bi-
partisan piece of legislation, and I 
yield back the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. CAR-
TER) that the House suspend the rules 
and pass the bill, H.R. 710. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

THE FIGHTING HUNGER 
INCENTIVE ACT 

(Mr. YOUNG of Iowa asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
his remarks.) 

Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. Mr. Speaker, I 
rise today to speak on behalf of H.R. 
644, which promotes charitable giving. 
Think about this: one in eight Iowans 
struggle to find food, and one in five 
Iowa children don’t have enough to eat. 
Iowa and our country face a very real 
challenge here that we cannot ignore. 

Mr. Speaker, this week, we will be 
considering H.R. 644, the Fighting Hun-
ger Incentive Act. H.R. 644 is good for 
families who give, and it is good for the 
families they serve. It is a common-
sense solution that all my colleagues 
should support. 

This bill would permanently update 
the Tax Code to provide for enhanced 
deductions for food inventory dona-
tions. We have great food banks across 
the Hawkeye State, but they are al-
ways in need of food inventory. 

Let’s pass H.R. 644. It makes giving 
less expensive, and it makes more busi-
nesses and families eligible for the 
credit so that we can empower those 
who can make a difference. 

f 

DIPLOMATIC PROTOCOLS 

(Ms. KAPTUR asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute.) 

Ms. KAPTUR. Mr. Speaker, the 
planned upcoming speech before Con-
gress by Israeli Prime Minister Ben-
jamin Netanyahu has been mishandled 
from the start. It is being brought for-
ward in a manner that is in total con-
travention of important diplomatic 
protocols that exist to support Amer-
ica’s strategic interests and, frankly, 
Israel’s. 

Mr. Speaker, this speech was agreed 
to unilaterally by the Republican 
Speaker of this House. He provided no 
courtesy nor prior notification to the 
executive branch, as is the standard 
course of protocol with foreign leaders. 

This is a fundamental violation of 
our national unity on foreign policy. 
Our Constitution assigns the office of 
the President the right and responsi-
bility to negotiate with foreign govern-
ments. 

To circumvent this imperative and to 
invite a sitting head of state with no 
notification to the executive branch 
does harm to our national interests 
and our standing throughout the world. 

At this time, while our executive 
branch is pursuing sensitive and prom-
ising nuclear negotiations with Iran, 
why would our Speaker behave so cava-
lierly? Shouldn’t our Nation’s execu-
tive and legislative branches be unified 
in matters of foreign policy with such 
grave ramifications beyond our shores? 

As this pending visit comes 2 weeks 
before the Israeli elections, it appears 
that our Congress will be used as a 
campaign backstop and backdrop for 
Israeli election politics. How unfortu-
nate and how wantonly crass and in-
sulting to this Congress and the Con-
stitution we are all sworn to uphold. 

f 

‘‘ALLEGIANCE’’ 

(Mr. TAKAI asked and was given per-
mission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. TAKAI. Aloha, Mr. Speaker. As a 
fourth-generation Japanese American, 
it is with special pride today that I an-
nounce a historic moment, the first 
time a play about the World War II in-
ternment of Japanese Americans has 
made it to Broadway. 

Music and lyrics are by Jay Kuo, 
with a book by Marc Acito. The musi-
cal is called ‘‘Allegiance,’’ and actor 
George Takei and all of the artists, 
producers, and supporters of ‘‘Alle-
giance’’ deserve congratulations. They 
are getting this still little-known story 
about the internment of Japanese 
Americans told in a high profile and 
exciting way. 

‘‘Allegiance’’ is inspired by Mr. 
Takei’s experiences when he and his 
family were interned during World War 
II. The play is a tribute to his parents, 
as well as the more than 110,000 other 
people of Japanese ancestry who were 
subjected to forced relocation and in-
carceration. 

Mr. Speaker, I urge everyone to see 
and support ‘‘Allegiance.’’ This produc-
tion will raise awareness of injustices 
of that time, and it is a reminder of 
how much work remains to ensure 
equal rights and treatment for all. 

f 

UKRAINE 

(Mr. ENGEL asked and was given 
permission to address the House for 1 
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.) 

Mr. ENGEL. Mr. Speaker, I rise 
today to urge the President to send de-
fensive weapons to the beleaguered 
people of Ukraine. I just came back 
from a meeting in Europe with the 
President of Ukraine, Mr. Poroshenko, 
who pleaded with us that he needs help. 
The world cannot stand idly by and 
allow Putin Russian aggression to con-
tinue without giving the Ukrainians a 
chance to defend themselves. 

I know that there are meetings and 
negotiations going on this week in 
Minsk, and I know that the leaders of 
France and Germany want to see if 
they can again put together some kind 
of an agreement before any weapons 
are given, but there was a Minsk agree-
ment several months ago only to be 
broken by Mr. Putin, and the Ukrain-
ians need help now. 

As Mr. Poroshenko said when he ad-
dressed the joint session of Congress: 

Thank you for the blankets, but 
blankets don’t allow us to defend our-
selves. 

The Ukrainians are asking for anti-
tank weapons, armored Humvees, 
longer-range counterartillery radars, 
drones, and additional advanced radios. 
We just would give them the ability to 
defend themselves. 

Mr. Speaker, it doesn’t involve U.S. 
military. It doesn’t involve U.S. troops. 
How much longer can we watch the be-
leaguered people of Ukraine in siege? 
The United States should take moves 
and should take moves now. Send 
Ukraine these defensive weapons. 

f 

b 1930 

VACCINES SAVE LIVES 

(Ms. JACKSON LEE asked and was 
given permission to address the House 
for 1 minute.) 

Ms. JACKSON LEE. Mr. Speaker, 
just yesterday I joined my public 
school system, my director of the city 
health department, and a number of 
health professionals to again remind 
parents and others around the Nation, 
and really to remind now, as I speak, 
my colleagues, vaccines save; and to be 
able to emphasize in the backdrop of 
this outbreak of measles, starting first 
with 7 States and 114 cases coming out 
of the case in Disney, and then now 17 
States with 121 cases, to recognize the 
importance of research and responding 
to infectious disease. 

We understand measles. We under-
stand the science of it. We know that 
we can protect people against it. We 
know when they should get a booster 
and what age a child should begin their 
first shots, certainly after 1 year old. 
We understand that an 8-month-old is 
in jeopardy if he or she is exposed, as is 
someone with low immunity. We also 
know that the measles vaccine has 
worked, and it has been effective. 

I want to thank the Centers for Dis-
ease Control. In a conference call, they 
indicated that they are going to make 
new efforts to work with various 
health facilities and health entities 
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across the Nation to establish proto-
cols to talk to parents about vaccines. 
We can save lives, and we must do so 
together. 

f 

APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS TO 
COMMITTEE TO ATTEND THE FU-
NERAL OF THE LATE HONOR-
ABLE ALAN NUNNELEE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
ROUZER). Pursuant to the order of the 
House of January 6, 2015, the Speaker 
on February 9, 2015, appointed the fol-
lowing Members of the House to the 
committee to attend the funeral of the 
late Honorable ALAN NUNNELEE: 

The gentleman from Mississippi, Mr. 
THOMPSON 

The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. BOEH-
NER 

The members of the Mississippi dele-
gation: 

Mr. HARPER 
Mr. PALAZZO 
Other Members in attendance: 
Mr. MCCARTHY, California 
Mrs. MCMORRIS RODGERS 
Mr. ADERHOLT 
Mr. NEUGEBAUER 
Mr. CONAWAY 
Mr. MCHENRY 
Mr. FLEMING 
Mr. THOMPSON, Pennsylvania 
Mr. WALBERG 
Mr. BENISHEK 
Mrs. BLACK 
Mr. DENHAM 
Mr. FLORES 
Mr. HULTGREN 
Mr. MCKINLEY 
Mr. WOMACK 
Mr. HUDSON 
Mr. MESSER 
Mrs. RADEWAGEN 

f 

FUNDING ALZHEIMER’S RESEARCH 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. GARAMENDI) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
minority leader. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. Speaker, 
‘‘Alzheimer’s,’’ a word that brings fear 
and trauma to families all across 
America and, indeed, around the world. 
Tonight we are going to spend our time 
talking about this dreaded disease for 
which there is no known cure and 
which always ends in death. 

I would like now to turn to my col-
league, this being a bipartisan Special 
Order hour, unusual to be sure, but ab-
solutely appropriate given the fact 
that this illness affects virtually every 
American family. I yield to the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. GOODLATTE). 

Mr. GOODLATTE. Mr. Speaker, I 
thank the gentleman from California 
(Mr. GARAMENDI) for organizing this 
Special Order for 1 hour to talk about 
the blight that we face here in Amer-
ica, and I am sure in many other coun-
tries around the world, known as Alz-
heimer’s. I note the flyer that the gen-
tleman sent around, a beautiful picture 

of him and his wife, Patti Garamendi, 
and some other family members, one of 
whom I am sure has had this difficulty 
themselves. So again, from the bottom 
of my heart and my constituents, I 
thank you for taking the time to orga-
nize this Special Order. 

Alzheimer’s robs an individual of a 
most valued possession—their memory. 
But we will not forget the them. I have 
met with many families across the 
Sixth District of Virginia who have 
been impacted by Alzheimer’s, and it 
has been my honor to represent them 
by being a member of the bipartisan 
Congressional Alzheimer’s Task Force. 

Tonight I would like to take a mo-
ment to thank the men and women 
who care for those suffering from Alz-
heimer’s—the spouses, children, grand-
children, friends, doctors, and nurses 
who assure them who they are, where 
they are, and affirm for them their dig-
nity as an individual. Though their 
memories and clarity may fade, who 
they are is not truly gone. And we will 
not forget those suffering from Alz-
heimer’s. 

I look forward to working with my 
colleagues to promote bipartisan poli-
cies that will benefit the fight against 
this dreaded disease of Alzheimer’s. 

I thank the gentleman for yielding 
me this time to participate. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I thank the gen-
tleman from Virginia for joining us and 
for his commitment to this very seri-
ous issue. There are approximately 5.1 
million Americans who have Alz-
heimer’s today, and it is expected to 
substantially grow. As the baby 
boomers come into their latter years, 
we would expect to see as many as 13 
million Americans with this disease in 
the years ahead. It will be an incredible 
challenge for this Nation. 

I now yield to the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. HIGGINS) for him to join 
us and share his thoughts on this issue. 

Mr. HIGGINS. I thank the gentleman 
from California for bringing this issue 
to the House floor, underscoring the 
urgency of investing, through the Na-
tional Institutes of Health, proper 
funding to find a cause and, thus, a 
cure for Alzheimer’s. As the gentleman 
said, 5 million Americans are living 
with Alzheimer’s. It is the sixth lead-
ing cause of death in the United States. 
Death from Alzheimer’s increased 68 
percent between the years 2000 and 
2010, while deaths from other major 
diseases decreased. 

The cost to the United States is over 
$200 billion a year. Without a break-
through, treatment will cost $1 trillion 
a year by the year 2050. We are still 
seeking an adequate level of funding. 
For every $100 that the National Insti-
tutes of Health spends on Alzheimer’s 
research, Medicare and Medicaid spend 
$26,000 caring for those who have the 
disease. 

In Congress we have two pieces of 
legislation: the Alzheimer’s Account-
ability Act, which would ensure that 
Federal priorities and goals for Alz-
heimer’s research actually reflect what 

scientists believe is needed; and the 
HOPE for Alzheimer’s Act, which 
would provide Medicare coverage for 
the clinical diagnosis of Alzheimer’s 
disease and for care planning of newly 
diagnosed Americans. 

But all of this, as the gentleman 
from California pointed out, becomes 
localized and becomes very personal. 
The origins of Alzheimer’s are un-
known, but the end is absolutely cer-
tain. It ends in losing your cognitive 
ability, your dignity, and, ultimately, 
your life. 

In western New York, we have ap-
proximately 130,000 people who are im-
pacted by Alzheimer’s: 32,000 people 
who are afflicted, and 96,000 who love 
and provide care for the afflicted. That 
number is expected to triple by 2015. 

The Alzheimer’s Association of West-
ern New York works year-round to 
highlight the effect of Alzheimer’s dis-
ease and to help people and caregivers 
touched by this disease. 

One of the people who was touched by 
this disease is Nancy Swiston, a con-
stituent who lost her mom, Grace 
Swiston, who bravely fought the dis-
ease for 10 long years. Today, Nancy 
volunteers with the Alzheimer’s Asso-
ciation of Western New York to be a 
voice for those suffering from the dis-
ease and the families who care for 
those with Alzheimer’s. Nancy’s story 
is one of too many families across the 
Nation we share, but we commit to 
fighting with her to raise awareness in 
funding for a cure that we will all em-
brace one day. 

I thank the gentleman from Cali-
fornia again for committing us to this 
important issue. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Mr. HIGGINS, 
thank you for sharing your thoughts 
on this dreaded disease for which there 
is no known cure and there is no way 
to diagnose it until it is present. You 
cannot get ahead of this illness, but 
there are ways we can make progress. 
You pointed out what has happened 
over the last decade with extraordinary 
research efforts, and this chart really 
lays it out there as to where we are. 

For breast cancer, we have seen a de-
cline of 2 percent in breast cancer 
deaths; prostate cancer, an 8 percent 
decline; heart disease, a 16 percent de-
cline; stroke, 23 percent decline; and 
then one of the great victories, HIV/ 
AIDS, a 42 percent decline in the num-
ber of deaths. This is the result of re-
search, an extraordinary amount of re-
search going on, not only in the United 
States but around the world, resulting 
in significant drops in the death rates 
for those diseases. 

On the other hand, Alzheimer’s, 
where we have just over $500 million of 
research, we have seen a 68 percent in-
crease in the death rates. This is the 
story of Alzheimer’s. This is the chal-
lenge that we face. This is the chal-
lenge that every American family faces 
and our communities. We will talk 
more about this a little later. 

The cochair of the Alzheimer’s Task 
Force here in the Congress of the 
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United States is the gentlewoman from 
California (Ms. MAXINE WATERS), who 
has joined us this evening to talk 
about the work that the task force is 
doing and her own commitment to this 
profoundly important issue. MAXINE 
and I have had the pleasure of working 
together for 40 years, so it is all good. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Thank you so very much. 

JOHN GARAMENDI, I would like to 
thank you not only for allotting me 
this time this evening, but I would like 
to thank you for your commitment to 
educating on this issue and to helping 
our colleagues to understand that we 
must focus on this issue and that we 
must do more to support research. You 
are indeed a leader. This certainly is 
not the first time that you have orga-
nized one of these evening meetings on 
this, and I thank you for the work that 
you are doing. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you. 
Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 

Mr. Speaker, as cochair of the Congres-
sional Task Force on Alzheimer’s Dis-
ease, I know how devastating this dis-
ease can be for patients, families, and 
caregivers. The task force works on a 
bipartisan basis to increase awareness 
of Alzheimer’s, strengthen the Federal 
response to the disease, and provide as-
sistance to Alzheimer’s patients and 
their caregivers. I am proud to lead the 
task force, along with my returning co-
chair, Congressman CHRIS SMITH, and 
incoming cochairs MICHAEL BURGESS 
and CHAKA FATTAH. 

Alzheimer’s is a tragic disease affect-
ing millions of Americans, and it has 
reached crisis proportions. There is no 
effective treatment, no means of pre-
vention, nor even a method for slowing 
the progression of the disease. Accord-
ing to the Centers for Disease Control 
and Prevention, 5 million Americans 
are living with Alzheimer’s disease as 
of 2013. This number is expected to al-
most triple to 14 million by the year 
2050. 

The cost associated with Alzheimer’s 
disease and other forms of dementia 
are also growing at an unsustainable 
rate. A recent RAND study of adults 
ages 70 years and older found that the 
total economic cost of dementia in 2010 
was estimated to be $109 billion for di-
rect care alone. That is higher than the 
cost of both heart disease and cancer. 
Furthermore, when the cost of infor-
mal care is included, the total cost 
rises to between $159 billion and $215 
billion. 

We must act now to change the tra-
jectory of this disease. The bipartisan- 
supported National Plan to Address 
Alzheimer’s Disease calls for a cure or 
an effective treatment for Alzheimer’s 
by the year 2025. Reaching this goal 
will require a significant increase in 
Federal funding for Alzheimer’s re-
search. 

Last December, I joined together 
with task force cochair Congressman 
CHRIS SMITH to call for a $200 million 
increase in funding for Alzheimer’s re-
search in the President’s budget for fis-

cal year 2016. However, while the Presi-
dent’s budget did recognize the impor-
tance of Alzheimer’s research, it only 
increased funding by $51 million. This 
year, I plan to work with my col-
leagues on the task force to make cer-
tain Congress appropriates robust fund-
ing for Alzheimer’s research to meet 
the urgent need. 

I also plan to reintroduce three bills 
to expand the available resources for 
Alzheimer’s research and assist pa-
tients, families, and caregivers. 

b 1945 

First, I will reintroduce the Alz-
heimer’s Caregiver Support Act. This 
bill will authorize grants to public and 
nonprofit organizations to expand 
training and support services for fami-
lies and caregivers of Alzheimer’s pa-
tients. With the majority of Alz-
heimer’s patients living at home under 
the care of family and friends, it is im-
portant that we ensure these care-
givers have access to the training and 
resources needed to provide proper 
care. 

Second, I will reintroduce legislation 
to reauthorize and improve the Missing 
Alzheimer’s Disease Patient Alert Pro-
gram, a small but effective Department 
of Justice program that helps local 
communities and law enforcement 
agencies quickly identify persons with 
Alzheimer’s disease who wander away 
from their homes and safely reunite 
them with their families. This program 
is very valuable. It is a valuable re-
source for first responders. More im-
portantly, it protects vulnerable Alz-
heimer’s patients and brings peace of 
mind to their families. 

Several years ago, I offered an 
amendment to continue funding for 
this program, which cost only $1 mil-
lion for the year. The following year, I 
called for, and received, a doubling of 
the funding for this important pro-
gram. 

Since then, I have made sure this 
program gets funding every year. I am 
not happy with the amount of the fund-
ing. We need to do more, and we have 
to fight more beyond 2015 into the 2016 
budget to make sure that we get more 
money because it is desperately need-
ed. 

Finally, I will reintroduce the legis-
lation to require the U.S. Postal Serv-
ice to issue and sell a semi-postal 
stamp, with the proceeds helping to 
fund Alzheimer’s research at the Na-
tional Institutes of Health. This would 
encourage concerned individuals to get 
involved and contribute to Alzheimer’s 
research efforts, just as many have 
done in the case of the popular and suc-
cessful Breast Cancer Research semi- 
postal stamp. 

Our Nation is at a critical crossroads. 
The situation requires decisive action 
to search for a cure and protect the 
millions of Americans currently living 
with Alzheimer’s disease. Together, we 
must take every possible action to im-
prove treatments for Alzheimer’s pa-
tients, support caregivers, and invest 

in research to find a cure for this 
dreadful disease. 

Once again, I want to thank JOHN 
GARAMENDI, my colleague from Cali-
fornia, whom I have worked with for 
many, many years, for again orga-
nizing yet another night Special Order. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Congresswoman 
WATERS, thank you so very, very much 
for your leadership as cochair of the 
Alzheimer’s task force here in Con-
gress. Obviously, it is leading to some 
good pieces of legislation. Last year, 
when you introduced that legislation, I 
had the privilege and pleasure of being 
a coauthor. I will join you again as you 
introduce those pieces of legislation. I 
bet we can get all 194 members of the 
task force on board. That will give us— 
let’s see, we need 18 plus 6—24 more 
Members and we can get it past the 
House of Representatives. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Let’s do it. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Let’s do it. Yes, 
we can. Si, se puede. 

Thank you very much. I really appre-
ciate your leadership on this. I know 
this is a personal issue for you with 
family having been impacted by it. 

I want to just take a few moments— 
and I know you are going to have to 
take off and head to another meeting— 
but Alzheimer’s is very, very much a 
personal thing. 

This is my wife, Patti, with her 
mother as her mother was entering the 
last year of her 15-year struggle with 
Alzheimer’s. We had the good fortune 
of Patti’s mom, Merle, living with us in 
our home, and we were able to take 
care of her. We had a daycare come in 
to handle the issues during the day. 
But then in the evening, Patti and I 
took care of her. It turned out to be a 
good experience for us where the fam-
ily really pulled together, the grand-
children and the great-grandchildren 
all coming together. 

I think our situation was, perhaps, 
unusual in that my mother-in-law was 
always kind, always gentle, even 
though in the last couple of years she 
could not speak and was unable to real-
ly move very much. But, nonetheless, 
it was a period of time where the 
grandchildren came to know her in a 
very different way. 

I remember one incident that took 
place about a year, maybe 14 months 
before she died. Her speech was garbled 
and not really clear. We couldn’t un-
derstand. But our little 3-year-old 
granddaughter climbed up on great- 
grandma’s bed and was listening to the 
great-grandmother talk. The rest of us 
adults were gathered around and we 
were talking about whatever it was, 
and our little 3-year old began to trans-
late what great-grandma was saying. 
We were suddenly caught up in the 
awareness that, while the mind was not 
functioning fully, it was, nonetheless, 
functioning in a way in which this 
woman, who was then 90 years old, was 
able to understand what we were say-
ing, but because of this disease was un-
able to articulate, at least to us, her 
involvement in the conversation. 
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It was one of those moments when we 

realized that this illness destroys the 
mind a piece at a time. It doesn’t just 
wipe out, as a stroke might, but it 
takes away the cognitive ability of the 
mind in a slow progression through 
time. This progression was about 15 
years, but other progressions might be 
very, very rapid. 

I know earlier today our colleague 
from Missouri, VICKY HARTZLER, had 
intended to join us, but was called 
away late this evening. Her mother 
died just 3 weeks ago of this illness. 
She explained some of the way in 
which it happened. When we come back 
in about a month to do another Special 
Order hour, I will ask her to join us 
and, hopefully, she will be able to share 
her experiences. 

But I suspect among the 435 of us 
here there are, perhaps, more than 50 
percent of us whose families have been 
personally impacted, and then the 
neighbors, as Mr. GOODLATTE was shar-
ing with us. 

If you would like to join in, let’s have 
a colloquy. We will share thoughts 
about what we can do about the re-
search effort. I will put up some charts 
and we can chat on for a few minutes. 

Ms. MAXINE WATERS of California. 
Well, thank you so very, very much, 
Mr. GARAMENDI, again, for your leader-
ship and for affording our Members the 
opportunity to have shared their expe-
riences because all of what we learn as 
we serve as caregivers who happen to 
be relatives and friends, that informa-
tion is going to be very valuable to our 
researchers. Because of you, we are 
going to be able to get those stories 
out. Thank you so very much. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Let me just pick 
up this chart. You mentioned research 
in your opening remarks, and then 
again. Your leadership on this has been 
absolutely extraordinary—the bills 
that you have introduced and the en-
couragement you have given to others 
to introduce legislation and push it for-
ward. 

I think this is where we are going to 
spend our time—fighting for research. I 
am going to go through this. 

Ms. WATERS, I know you must leave. 
Thank you so very much for joining us. 

This poster shows how we are spend-
ing our National Institutes of Health 
research dollars. We can be thankful 
for each piece of this research that is 
going on. 

First, on the cancer research ongoing 
with considerable success—and I will 
come back and show an earlier poster 
that I had—we are spending $5.418 bil-
lion. This is in fiscal year 2014—$5.418 
billion. 

What does that result in? Well, over 
the years, between 2000 and 2010, we 
have seen breast cancer deaths decline 
by 2 percent, prostate cancer decline by 
8 percent. That is what research will 
do. It is successful. 

With HIV/AIDS, just under $3 billion 
spent annually in 2014, and again we 
are seeing HIV/AIDS an incredible suc-
cess story. Still with us, but nonethe-

less, we have seen death from HIV/ 
AIDS decline by 42 percent as we have 
invested $3 billion over the years; in 
2014, $3 billion, and a little less in the 
previous years. 

Similarly, cardiovascular illnesses— 
heart disease, stroke, and heart at-
tacks—we are spending around $2 bil-
lion of your taxpayer money on this 
particular disease. What is the result? 
The result is that deaths from heart 
disease from 2000–2010, deaths from 
heart disease are down by 16 percent 
and stroke down by 23 percent. 

What does this mean? This means 
that research really works. 

Where are we with Alzheimer’s re-
search? Alzheimer’s research in 2014 
was $566 million, just over half a billion 
dollars for Alzheimer’s research. And 
where are we with Alzheimer’s? Well, 
that same period of time, we have seen 
Alzheimer’s deaths increase by 68 per-
cent, in part because there is no cure 
except death, and that is what has hap-
pened. As the baby boomers age, as 
that cohort of the population moves 
through into advanced age, Alzheimer’s 
is taking a grip on those people. 

So this is the story. Our goal this 
year, along with the research that Ms. 
WATERS has already discussed, and 
some other bills that will be discussed 
in the days ahead, our goal this year is 
to ramp up this research. A project, as 
a result of the legislation that was 
passed in the year 2011, gave us infor-
mation from the National Institutes of 
Health and other scientists that the 
appropriate level of funding to under-
stand Alzheimer’s, to find a cure or at 
least a way of prolonging health and 
delaying the onset of the illness, 
should be about $2 billion a year, some-
thing similar to what we are spending 
on cardiovascular research. 

Fortunately, in last year’s budget— 
that is the 2015 budget, that is the cur-
rent budget—we increased the funding 
by about $25 million. Good. We are not 
getting very close to $2 billion, which 
is the goal to really get and understand 
this disease. But, nonetheless, we put 
$25 million more into it last year. 

I hope that all of us who are con-
cerned about this make a full-court 
press this year to try to get that num-
ber up to a much more substantial 
number so that we can really get at 
this research. The President, recog-
nizing this problem—as was discussed 
earlier by one of our colleagues here— 
the President has proposed an addi-
tional $50 million. Good. But, once 
again, not what the scientists tell us 
we need to really adequately fund this 
illness. So we are going to work on 
this. 

I notice that my colleague from Cali-
fornia—would you like to join us? This 
is a bipartisan Special Order hour. Un-
usual, to be sure. Usually, we talk both 
sides—one side talks about the other 
side, the other side talks about them. 
This time we are talking about a com-
mon problem that affects all of us— 
Democrat, Republican, Independent, 
left, right, center, up, and down—all 
Americans. 

My colleague from California, wel-
come. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Will the gen-
tleman yield? 

Mr. GARAMENDI. I yield to the gen-
tleman from California. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Let me just 
note that I have been here 26 years, and 
I have always tried to vote for in-
creases in the specific level of funding 
for the National Institutes of Health, 
which, of course, oversees much of this 
health research that we are talking 
about today. I know we have people 
coming in all the time talking to us. 
They want us to sign onto a bill to in-
crease this particular disease or that 
particular disease. 

But I think the approach that we 
have to have is basically let’s provide 
as much money as we can to this type 
of research and programs by people 
who are the experts, and let them de-
termine where is the best use of our 
limited research money. So I have been 
very much supportive of your efforts 
and the other efforts of many bipar-
tisan people in this Congress. 

I would like to add that we can’t just 
rely on the government. The next 
speech I will be giving in a few mo-
ments deals with the patent issue. We 
need to make sure that people in the 
private sector will be encouraged to in-
vest in new types of technology and 
new types of approaches to curing 
these problems, like medical equip-
ment and things that will really help 
save people. 

I know Al Mann, for example, has a 
new inhalant so that 60 percent of the 
people who now use needles for diabe-
tes won’t have to use them. They can 
just do a little inhale before every 
meal. 

b 2000 

It took him 10 years to get that 
through the FDA—10 years. We need to 
make sure the FDA is doing its job, 
and we need to make sure those people 
who are out in the private sector who 
are investing in new medical tech-
nologies have a way to recoup their 
money. At the same time, like you are 
focusing on tonight, we have to make 
sure the government is doing its part 
both in patents and in the FDA and, es-
pecially, for the National Institutes of 
Health. So thank you very much for 
what you are doing. 

Mr. GARAMENDI. Thank you, Mr. 
ROHRABACHER. 

I know in your district—in the Or-
ange County area—there is major med-
ical research going on at the Univer-
sity of California at Irvine and, cer-
tainly, at UCLA, at the mind institutes 
there. Out of that research do come 
new technologies, new drugs, new kinds 
of equipment, some of which are pat-
entable; and the licensing of the new 
drugs through the FDA is always a 
challenge, so we do have multiple tasks 
here. We have to deal with the patent 
laws and the availability of patent re-
search dollars and then have to make 
sure that the drug actually is made 
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available to address the illness. I thank 
you so very much for joining us. 

Mr. Speaker, I want to go back to a 
couple of things that we were talking 
about earlier on the research side. Our 
goal is to ramp up this research to try 
to get to the level that is suggested. 
Now, we always look at cost benefit. Is 
this research going to pay off? I think 
it will. 

As I was preparing for this evening, I 
came across an email, actually, from 
the University of California at Davis, 
which I represent—near Sacramento— 
at their California National Primate 
Research Center. They have been using 
stem cell research to address the issue 
of Alzheimer’s. What they have found 
is that they are able to use this 
Nouvelle stem cell therapy in pri-
mates, which is similar to the human 
brain, and to actually have some suc-
cess. They have now taken it the next 
step further. Here is where we are into 
the FDA and the approval of drugs, Mr. 
ROHRABACHER. They have taken it the 
next step further, and they are doing 
clinical human trials with this drug, 
and it seems to restore the human 
brain. 

Now, that is a long way before we get 
to the end of this story, but this is 
what happens when we have research 
developing a new therapy—in this case, 
a stem cell therapy with primates—and 
now transferring it over to the human 
in a clinical trial. How exciting it is— 
the possibilities—not just in slowing 
down the progress of the disease, which 
has been the short-term goal, but 
maybe in being able to restore the 
human brain. Wow. Wow. I think of my 
mother-in-law. I think of those whom I 
know who have come down with this 
illness, and I am going, wow, what if? 
What if it had been available? Well, it 
could be. 

I know, Mr. ROHRABACHER, you are 
very interested in international work. 
You have traveled extensively. You are 
involved with other countries and their 
research. This is not just a United 
States issue; this is an international 
issue. 

Earlier last year, in June, the new 
cochair of the Alzheimer’s Task Force 
here in Washington, in the House of 
Representatives, conducted a bipar-
tisan international conference in New 
York at the United Nations, pulling to-
gether researchers from around the 
world. We have another piece of this 
puzzle available to us in the United 
States—international research, NIH re-
search, research at the universities, at 
the various mind institutes around the 
Nation—all of that. 

As a result of the wars in Afghani-
stan and Iraq, with improvised explo-
sive devices and the extraordinary im-
pact that those have had on our mili-
tary—the soldiers, the marines, and 
others who have suffered from those 
explosions—we are now, in the military 
budget, appropriating a significant 
amount of money for research into 
traumatic brain injury as well as into 
posttraumatic stress syndrome, trying 

to understand the human mind. What 
happens when you get that blow 
against the head? What causes the 
brain to react and to deteriorate? That 
research also informs us about Alz-
heimer’s. 

One of the goals that I will be pur-
suing this year is to try to bring to-
gether all of these research programs 
that are underway. Even the National 
Football League is engaging in re-
search having to do with traumatic 
brain injury to the football players in 
the professional football leagues. They 
are trying to understand what it is all 
about. So, if we could pull together all 
of that research and pool the informa-
tion and make it available—perhaps 
what is going on at UC Davis and at 
other research institutions—I think we 
can jump-start the solution. 

Fortunately, I won’t be doing this 
alone. Our former colleague here, Pat-
rick Kennedy, heads up an organization 
called the One Mind organization, and 
that is their goal: to pull together the 
research—to get all of the inter-
national, the military, the National In-
stitutes of Health, the National Foot-
ball League—and to have all of us 
working towards a common goal of un-
derstanding the human mind, what the 
injuries are, and how we can deal with 
Alzheimer’s as a result of all of that. 

I am going to put up a couple more 
pieces of this puzzle and the trauma 
that it brings. We discussed this briefly 
early on, and I just want to come back 
to this. 

The already high cost of Alzheimer’s 
will skyrocket as the baby boomers 
age. This is driven by three things: one, 
the cost of treating Alzheimer’s, which 
is very expensive and is ongoing; sec-
ondly, there is no known cure; and, 
thirdly, the demographic growth of the 
population. Today, you are looking at 
somewhere around $225 billion spent by 
the government and private and indi-
viduals and families on Alzheimer’s, 
and it is expected to grow to close to $1 
trillion by 2050. This is an extraor-
dinary growth rate. A lot of this money 
is going to be taxpayer money spent on 
Medicare and Medicaid. 

This one shows the cost increases to 
Medicare and Medicaid. In 2010, Medi-
care and Medicaid were spending about 
$122 billion. In 2020, it is expected to go 
up to nearly $200 billion and then just 
continue to escalate. This, many think, 
is the way in which Medicare and Med-
icaid will be bankrupted—just with 
Alzheimer’s alone. Now, this is the gov-
ernment spending. The private spend-
ing—private insurance and families— 
will probably be spending somewhere 
around a third of this amount in the 
years ahead. So, if we are able—and we 
believe we can. Just take one look at 
what is going on at UC Davis, and that 
is just one of dozens and dozens of ex-
amples. 

What is happening is that the re-
search is coming on. The first goal is to 
delay the onset. It is anticipated that, 
if we were able to quickly ramp up to 
$2 billion a year of research, we would, 

within the next 4 to 5 years, be able to 
find a way, perhaps with a drug ther-
apy, to delay the onset of Alzheimer’s 
by 5 years. What does that mean? That 
means that the $2 billion that is spent 
on research leading to the delay—not 
the cure but just the delay of the 
onset—would, in the next 3 years, after 
that delay goes into place, save the 
taxpayers the $2 billion that was spent 
on research, and then those savings 
would continue on into the future. If 
you are a financial analyst on Wall 
Street and if you are able to get a pay-
back within 3 years, you are thinking 
that that is a pretty good investment. 
So we ought to look at this in terms of 
cost benefit, in terms of investment— 
the financial side of it. That is appro-
priate. 

Yet, on the human side, think what 
could be done. Think what could be 
done to those families, to my wife’s 
mother—my mother-in-law—if her ill-
ness were delayed 5 years. She would 
have had 5 more years of healthy life. 
She didn’t die of heart disease or can-
cer. She died of Alzheimer’s. She could 
have had an additional 5 years if we 
had been able, at that moment, to have 
delayed the onset of the disease. As we 
understand how to delay the onset, we 
will also learn how to cure the disease. 
This is where we are headed. This is 
our goal. This is what we want to try 
to accomplish. 

I am going to put this one up because 
it is so dramatic. Here is the cost of 
treatment today for the Federal Gov-
ernment. This is 2014: $150 billion from 
the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid 
Services. CMS: $150 billion. These are 
actually 2012 expenditures. Then this is 
where we are spending the money: $560 
million on research. It is lopsided. 

My final point before I turn back my 
time today is to take these two charts, 
actually. This one: Research works. 
Research saves lives. Research im-
proves the quality of life for Ameri-
cans. 

Cancer research: we have decreased 
the cancer rate for breast cancer. Can-
cer research: we have decreased by 8 
percent prostate cancer. HIV/AIDS re-
search: a 42 percent decrease in the 
death rate. Heart disease and stroke: 23 
and 16 percent. Alzheimer’s: we are not 
there yet. We are researching, but we 
are not there yet, so we wind up with a 
death rate that is rapidly increasing. 

Ultimately, it is about this: it is 
about my family, and it is about your 
family. It is about the American fami-
lies. It is about the American families 
who are enduring their loved ones— 
their parents, their grandparents— 
slowly, slowly dying of Alzheimer’s, 
losing their mental capabilities. It af-
fected our family, and I suspect it has 
affected your family. It doesn’t have to 
be. We can deal with this. Yes, we 
can—si, se puede. We can do this, and 
your Congress—Democrat and Repub-
lican—is working on this issue. We are 
going to beat Alzheimer’s. It is our 
task. It is our challenge. 

Mr. Speaker, I yield back the balance 
of my time. 
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TECHNOLOGICAL GENIUS, FREE-

DOM—AND THE AMERICAN PAT-
ENT SYSTEM 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under 
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 6, 2015, the gentleman from Cali-
fornia (Mr. ROHRABACHER) is recognized 
for 60 minutes as the designee of the 
majority leader. 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to commend my colleague, 
who has just presented a heartfelt case 
for scientific and health-related re-
search by the National Institutes of 
Health. I concur with him that this is 
a very important part of what we do 
here. We have budgets that we have to 
meet, but this should be a significant 
part of our budget. 

I would like to also note, as I did 
when he yielded to me, that, yes, the 
government needs to play a significant 
part—the National Institutes of 
Health—in trying to find cures and in 
trying to find ways of improving the 
health of the American people. It is not 
just up to the National Institutes of 
Health, and it is not just up to the gov-
ernment employees. My approach, 
which I will be talking about tonight, 
is something vital—that the private 
sector needs to be involved not only in 
this type of health innovation, but in 
all sorts of innovation and techno-
logical jumps forward that some people 
think only government can do; but, in 
fact, it is the private sector and, espe-
cially, the small, independent inven-
tors who have played such a significant 
role in furthering human progress, in 
uplifting humankind. 

b 2015 

So while I agree with the government 
role especially in these health-related 
issues, I think that we should dedicate 
ourselves to making sure that private 
money is going into this. 

In my area, yes, the University of 
California at Irvine is doing exemplary 
work. Yes, but so are many private 
companies that have invested money in 
health care technology development. 
Some of them, I might add, have been 
taxed to death by a 2.5 percent tax on 
their gross simply for being the inven-
tors of health-related technologies. 

This type of medical device tax, 
which makes the manufacturers of de-
vices the most heavily taxed people in 
this country, is a deterrent to having 
people in the private sector investing 
in exactly what my colleague was try-
ing to suggest—into new approaches to 
these various diseases. That is also 
true not only of medical technology 
but of technologies across the board 
that really impact on the well-being 
and on the standard of living of ordi-
nary people throughout our country. 

I rise today to draw attention, my 
colleagues, to a legislative threat to 
the safety and well-being of the Amer-
ican people. We dodged a bullet in the 
last session of Congress on this very 
same issue. 

Alerted by our aggressive yet unsuc-
cessful attempt to stop that effort— 

that rancorous legislation in the 
House, which passed by a large major-
ity last time around—we raised such a 
ruckus that the Senate was inundated 
with a wide spectrum of opposition to 
this supposed reform that had passed 
the House. There was so much opposi-
tion, in fact, that the Senate simply re-
fused to bring up the bill for consider-
ation. 

What is the issue that is being 
rammed through the House right now 
and, once we exposed it the last time 
around, caused the Senate to turn back 
and to not let it go through? Well, 
there has been an ongoing fight here in 
Washington—one most of the public is 
totally unaware of, and worse than 
that, most of my colleagues are totally 
unaware of—that for the last 20 years 
there has been a classic case of crony 
capitalism that plagues our country at 
play here on a specific issue. 

The big guys—the big crony capital-
ists—are trying to diminish the rights 
of the little guy in order to make more 
money. Surprise, surprise. And in this 
case, it will basically undermine Amer-
ica’s prosperity and security in the 
long run while hurting the little guys 
while the big guys get their way. 

I am certainly not opposed to the 
profit motive, but first and foremost 
we need to ensure that powerful forces 
don’t change the economic rules in 
order to enrich themselves unjustly. 

Unseen by most Americans has been 
the attempt by mega-multinational 
corporations to undermine and yes, de-
stroy a constitutional right of our citi-
zens, this in order to fill their pockets 
at the expense of American citizens 
who don’t have the means to defeat 
such a power play. 

I am referring to an attack on the 
fundamental constitutional right of 
Americans to own what they have cre-
ated. This right, written into our law 
at the Constitutional Convention 
itself, which wrote our Constitution, is 
now under attack. It is a clandestine 
legal maneuver that would neuter our 
inventors’ protections and permit pow-
erful multinational corporations to 
steal what now rightfully belongs to 
American inventors, and thus, ordinary 
Americans will be hurt, and of course, 
the big corporations will benefit. 

It is not just dispossessing individual 
inventors; this is a power grab that 
will undermine the prosperity we all 
have enjoyed as Americans. The less 
than forthright attack on our patent 
system will undermine the economic 
well-being of our working people who 
depend on the United States for being 
technologically superior to the work-
ing people of other societies. People in 
all these societies work very hard. It is 
not hard work—it is hard work coupled 
with technology—and we have ensured 
through the patent system that we 
would be developing the technology 
that would give Americans the edge. 

Our Founding Fathers believed that 
technology, freedom, and yes, the prof-
it motive was the formula that would 
uplift humankind. As I say, they wrote 

into our Constitution a guarantee of 
the property rights of inventors and 
authors. It is the only place in the 
body of our Constitution that the word 
‘‘right’’ is actually used. 

The Bill of Rights was added after 
the body of the Constitution, but in ar-
ticle I, section 8, clause 8 of our Con-
stitution, it states: 

The Congress shall have power 
to . . . promote the progress and science of 
useful arts by securing for limited times to 
authors and inventors the exclusive right to 
their respective writings and discoveries. 

This provision has served America 
well. It has led to a general prosperity 
where we have technological advances 
that uplift our own people and give our 
own people the chance to outcompete 
those people who work their hearts out 
overseas but don’t have the same tech-
nological support system in their eco-
nomic endeavors. 

Well, this provision in America has 
led to prosperity. It has helped our na-
tional security. The fact is, we could 
never dream of trying to defeat the en-
emies of freedom throughout the world 
on a man-to-man basis. It is only our 
ability to be able to bring technology 
and our genius to play that has given 
us a leverage over countries that have 
tens of millions of people and, by the 
way, don’t really value human life. 

We need to make sure we are techno-
logically superior, and it has been our 
patent system that has given our in-
ventors the chance to invent things 
that will protect all of us from aggres-
sion and prevent anti-democratic 
forces throughout the world—fanatic 
forces—from overwhelming us and 
overwhelming our defenses. 

Of course, this having been the coun-
try of new ideas, the country where we 
encouraged people to be innovative, we 
have uplifted the life of average people. 
Average people here are now able to 
live decent lives as compared to the av-
erage people in so many countries of 
the world. 

Yes, Americans work hard and, as I 
say, so do other people. It is the tech-
nology that makes the difference. Our 
technology has multiplied the results 
of the hard work of our people. That is 
the secret of America’s success. Tech-
nology and freedom and our strong pat-
ent system is right there at the founda-
tion of that principle. It is what has 
made the difference in this vital area 
to our security and our well-being. 

Yet today, we have these multi-
national corporations—the same ones 
who run overseas to do business with 
communist China and with America’s 
enemies and people who treat their 
populations with total disregard—yes, 
these multinational corporations want 
to diminish the patent protection of 
the American people because they 
don’t want to pay Americans for their 
creative new technologies. They don’t 
want to give them their share when 
they create something that will uplift 
our people. 

Over the years, we fought and turned 
back many efforts to weaken our pat-
ent system. I doubt whether half the 
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new Members of this Congress are fully 
aware of the aggressive and brutal 
fights that we have been in over pat-
ents and the patent system over these 
last 20 years. 

A little over 20 years ago, they were 
saying we need to change the patent 
system in order to harmonize it with 
the rest of the world. Our patent sys-
tem was out of sync with the rest of 
the world. Well, of course. Our con-
stitutional rights are out of sync with 
the rest of the world. We are out of 
sync as we protect people’s right to go 
to church and not be repressed by some 
other religion. We are out of sync with 
most of the world when we protect peo-
ple’s right to speak and to criticize 
their government or to assemble or to 
try to join unions or other activities in 
the economic area. 

No, we actually are out of sync with 
a lot of areas, but they decided to say 
we need to harmonize our law on pat-
ents with the rest of the world, which 
has weak patent systems. Their laws 
have been determined by, basically, 
what is going to help the big guy and 
what is going to get new ideas out into 
the hands of the big industrialists. 

Well, we have beat back major ef-
forts. The first ones, as I say, were on 
harmonizing the law. They had two big 
issues. One was to harmonize our law 
with the rest of the world. 

Our system has been that when some-
one submits their patent, no matter 
how long it takes for that patent to get 
issued, it is secret. In fact, it is a fel-
ony, I believe, for someone at the Pat-
ent and Trademark Office to disclose a 
patent application. And then, when you 
get your patent, it is published to the 
world, but you are granted 17 years of 
ownership. 

Well, their goal was what? Their goal 
was to do it the European and Japanese 
way, which is—aha—after 18 months of 
applying for your patent, it is pub-
lished. If you don’t have it, or even if it 
takes another 5, 10 years to get it, it is 
published. 

I called it the Steal American Tech-
nologies Act. We managed to turn that 
one around. 

The other half of that particular on-
slaught was that we have now a guar-
anteed protection, as I said, in the Con-
stitution, as I just read. For a specific 
period of time, we were granted a 17- 
year patent protection. That starts at 
the time when you are issued your pat-
ent. 

Well, overseas that is not what it is 
all about. We are out of sync with them 
because what happens is, the minute 
that you file, the clock starts ticking, 
and 20 years later you have no patent 
protection at all, but that is from fil-
ing. It may take you 10 or 15 years to 
get your patent. 

So they are dramatically reducing 
the ownership rights of the patent of a 
person who has applied for a patent, all 
to the benefit, of course, of these big 
guys who are saying, We can speed this 
up maybe with our contacts. And the 
little guys overseas over and over 

again get beaten up and their material 
stolen from them by these powerful 
forces. We don’t want that to happen 
here. We protect the rights of the little 
guy here. 

We won those fights that I was just 
talking about by standing tall and 
tough on the issue. And yes, there were 
some compromises over the years 
where we beat those first two issues 
that I talked about, we won that case, 
but over the years there have been sev-
eral other hard-fought patent battles 
where we compromised and were able 
to come up with something that was 
acceptable to both sides. 

Well, now, after a few years of pre-
paring the political battleground in 
Washington, and now, after Google has 
provided more campaign contributions 
than any other corporation in the 
world on various issues and we have 
other big corporations providing big 
campaign contributions—and I am not 
saying they are buying votes, but what 
they are buying is attention; and peo-
ple don’t even know about the issue— 
but now, Google has been able to ex-
plain their case. They don’t hear the 
other side. 

That is why it is up to us to make 
sure every Member of Congress knows 
what the issue is when it comes to the 
patent fight, instead of walking down 
to the floor unaware of how significant 
this is. 

There is only one group of people 
that is going to be able to make sure 
their Congressman is focused on just 
how significant this issue is. The 
American people have to notify their 
Congressmen in order to let them know 
we should not be weakening our patent 
system. 

There is no excuse to undermine the 
independent inventor when he is trying 
to protect his rights to a patent. We 
won’t have independent inventors, and 
we won’t be on the cutting edge of 
change, as we have been. 

After a few years of preparing, as I 
say, a new onslaught has been pre-
pared. 

Now, as I say, they claimed in the be-
ginning that they wanted to harmonize 
our system, but, of course, we don’t 
want to harmonize and make our sys-
tem weaker in order to be the same 
with other countries. 

So that fight went back over 20 
years, but now what they have laid the 
groundwork for and are bringing up 
is—in the last 3 years we have seen this 
fight for the second round. Three-and- 
a-half years ago, the House passed the 
America Invents Act, which fundamen-
tally diminished our patent system, 
weakening its protection for ordinary 
citizens. 

b 2030 

It still, even with that weakening, 
was better than what you had in Eu-
rope and in Japan. The negative im-
pacts of that legislation are just now 
being felt. They are just now moving 
through the patent system and being 
implemented by the Patent Office. 

We are going to find out what hap-
pens when you undermine the little 
guys in order to help the big guys be-
cause you don’t—after a few more 
years, where is the innovation coming 
from? 

From the big, multinational cor-
porate bureaucracies, from the govern-
ment bureaucracy? No. When we have 
undermined the small inventor, the in-
dividual inventor, we have taken the 
profit motive out of this. We have put 
roadblocks in the way of America mov-
ing forward. 

The next wave began in this patent 
battle just a little more than a year 
ago. Last year, as I said, the onslaught 
aimed at neutering the rights of the 
small inventor was barely turned back, 
and that bill came forward, and we got 
it through. Actually, it passed the 
House with a substantial margin. 

When citizens and universities and 
small businesses across America under-
stood because of the great debate that 
we had here what was at stake, they in-
undated their Senators with calls and 
visits, and their message was: Don’t 
undermine our rights. Don’t undermine 
the rights of the small inventor. Don’t 
undermine this constitutional right. It 
is just as precious as the rights of 
speech and press and religion. Let’s not 
undermine that in the name of helping 
some multinational corporation squash 
an opposition to a guy who has in-
vented something and wants to get his 
rightful payment for the work that he 
has done. 

Of course, the power brokers don’t 
claim that they must change the meas-
ure of legal protection that we offer in-
ventors because they don’t claim that 
it is because the inventors are bad and 
need to be deprived of longstanding 
rights or that the Constitution is just 
outmoded and we don’t really want to 
follow it. They don’t argue that. 

No, these powerful interests, mega- 
multinational corporations, well 
heeled here in Washington, these pow-
erful interests have to have a bogey-
man to try to draw away attention 
from what they are really trying to do. 

The issue won’t become diminishing 
the rights of the small inventor, pre-
venting the small inventor from en-
forcing his patents on people who are 
trying to steal it, who are big mega- 
multinational corporations. 

No, they don’t say that. There is al-
ways an excuse, something that has to 
sound very sinister, a sinister force at 
play, trying to hurt these innocent 
businessmen—unfairly at that. 

We heard it before. About 15 years 
ago, we heard it was submarine pat-
ents. That was the real derogatory 
term, submarine patents. That was 
why we need to change the amount of 
time that someone is able to actually 
have, as a guarantee for their patent 
rights. 

The submarine patent was used to 
say: Oh, so what if after 20 years and 
you haven’t had your patent for 15 
years, so you have only got 5 years of 
protection, so what? 
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It is the submarine patenters we are 

really trying to get at—forget the 
hardship on those little guys, which is 
the vast majority of people who want 
to get their patent as soon as pos-
sible—but the submarine patenters, 
meaning we have got to really restrict 
those little guys. 

Well, now, the big guys have come up 
with another sinister label. That was a 
fraud. The submarine patent issue was 
a fraud, and we fixed it very easily, 
with a very small compromise, without 
having to have all the rights of the lit-
tle guy eliminated, simply by saying if 
the little guy is—it can be shown that 
he prevented the issuance of his patent, 
trying to elongate that, well then that 
clock will start ticking during that 
time period and that time will be taken 
away from him. 

If it is not him, if it is the bureauc-
racy that is holding off the actual 
issuance of the patent, we shouldn’t be 
doing things that hurt the little guy 
who is trying to get his patent out. 

Well, so we got that covered, but 
now, the big guys have come up with 
another sinister label because sub-
marine patent doesn’t apply anymore. 
We found a way to solve it without 
hurting the little guy. 

Now, the big guys have come up with 
this other label which is aimed at con-
fusing the public about who gets hurt 
and who benefits from the so-called re-
forms that are now being shoved 
through Congress. They are insisting 
that the need for patent change, basic 
changes in our patent system, is be-
cause of the so-called patent trolls. 
Over and over again, you will hear this 
sinister word. 

Now, let me tell you how cynical this 
is. There is a guy who was a top execu-
tive at one of the electronic companies 
who is now on my side, on our side, the 
side of the little guy on this issue, but 
he was very high up in a big company. 
They got together with their people to 
decide what tactic they should use to 
get the changes done and passed 
through Congress. 

They knew they couldn’t just attack 
the small inventor. They knew they 
couldn’t attack the innovators in our 
society. What are they going to do to 
diminish their patent rights? 

Well, we have got to make it sound 
like it is somebody else who is going to 
get hurt, and that person has to be evil. 
The patent troll is what they came up 
with. 

This gentleman who worked in the 
business said he was in a room when 
that term was formalized by a number 
of people in the industry. They went 
around in a circle and said: What is the 
worst and nastiest sounding term we 
can come up with in order to vilify 
that, to draw people’s attention away 
from this issue? 

He told me he had suggested patent 
pirate; and, no, patent troll sound real-
ly much more sinister. That is how 
cynical these people are. It is arrogant, 
and it is cynical because the patent 
troll is a creation. 

Yeah, there are some people who mis-
use our system. There are frivolous 
lawsuits that happen in our country. 
You know what, it is not just in the 
patent issue. It is all across the board. 
There are lawyers that have frivolous 
lawsuits. 

They are trying to claim that patent 
trolls are people with patents that are 
not legal patents, and they are trying 
to threaten lawsuits so they will get 
paid off. Well, that is happening 
throughout our system. They are 
called frivolous lawsuits. 

There is no need to hurt our small in-
ventors and to phase back their rights, 
as inventors, the rights of their owner-
ship and the rights to enforce their 
patent, in order to get someone a law-
yer who is engaged in a frivolous law-
suit. 

These patent trolls are patent hold-
ers. Remember, when you hear the pat-
ent troll, just think: someone who 
owns a patent. Unless it is the inventor 
himself, they say the patent troll is 
anyone who owns a patent who is not 
the inventor. Patent holders or compa-
nies who represent patent holders are 
also people who own patents who get in 
infringement cases, but these are peo-
ple who did not invent it themselves, 
and, thus, they are called trolls. 

They are engaged in basically defend-
ing their rights against the infringe-
ment of large companies. Yeah, there 
are a few cases where small guys, we 
are told—that, again, is a front, to try 
to protect the big guys from the little 
guys, but there has been infringement 
on the patents that they own, these 
regular people, people who own—and 
patents are what? It is your property, 
intellectual property. 

Patents should be looked at that the 
United States Government believes it 
is your right to own, for a given period 
of time, as I just read in the Constitu-
tion, your invention or your writing, 
and you own it. 

If someone is infringing and if you 
want to buy it from someone, someone 
who has invented it but can’t afford to 
basically enforce it, well, you have a 
right to do that. That doesn’t make 
you an evil troll. That means you have 
bought something that is a piece of 
property. 

By the way, after a number of years— 
10, 13, 14 years—that will no longer be 
your property because the patent pro-
tection lasts only a given period of 
time. Well, these owners are just as 
valid as any other patents that are 
granted by the Patent Office. We are 
not talking about phony patents. 

They will try to make it sound like it 
is, Oh, these worthless pieces of paper. 
No, these are real patents and real 
pieces of paper that show you have 
rights to own this particular tech-
nology. 

Huge corporate infringers would have 
us believe that these patents that they 
are talking about, that the people are 
trying to enforce, that these big com-
panies have used, knowing that there is 
probably someone who owns that who 

has developed this new technology and 
just forgetting about them and leaving 
them behind, well, these big corporate 
infringers would have you believe that 
all these people are that way. They are 
not. 

Almost all of the infringement cases 
happen by people who legitimately own 
a legitimate patent, and if not, it 
should be decided in court. There is 
nothing wrong with bringing this to 
court if it is a legitimate patent or if it 
is an illegitimate patent. 

This happens all the time. Are you 
violating someone’s property rights 
when they own a piece of property and 
you have built a road across them 
without asking whether or not you 
could use their property? No, that 
should go to court. 

In fact, it is not a frivolous lawsuit 
for someone who owns a piece of prop-
erty and someone who maybe owns a 
mine or something over here and just 
builds a road across and doesn’t ask 
you about it. No, you have a right for 
compensation. 

That is basically what we are talking 
about except, in this case, you have an 
inventor who has enriched a big com-
pany with something new, but the big 
company doesn’t want to give him any 
of his royalties for building this new 
technology. 

By the way, in the past, big corpora-
tions would try to do patent searches 
to make sure they weren’t stepping on 
the little guy, and they would try to 
cut deals with these patent owners to 
try to make sure that they didn’t face 
a lawsuit. They would be able to chart 
out exactly what their expenses were. 

Then they decided, Don’t do it, don’t 
even look, don’t check to see if we are 
stealing this new idea. You know why? 
They did that because what you have 
now—and what they have tried to 
eliminate is that if a big company in-
tentionally knows that it is violating 
the patent rights of someone who owns 
that new technology and infringes 
upon it, that it knowingly does this, 
there are triple damages that the in-
ventor can get in his lawsuit against 
that big company. 

The big companies, they say, Oh, 
well, so we won’t even look, so they 
can’t prove that we knew we were step-
ping on these little people. They don’t 
even look anymore. That is how arro-
gant they are. Then they worry when a 
small guy comes up and sues them for 
infringement? 

By the way, why did they want to 
eliminate the triple damages? Because 
the little guys, regular people, don’t 
have the money to pay for the lawyers 
necessary for these lawsuits. The little 
guy’s ability to hire a lawyer on a con-
tingency basis—if you take away the 
triple damages, you have eliminated 
the right of almost all of the small in-
ventors to be able to have the protec-
tion they need in court, but that was 
one of their major goals. 

By the way, we turned that one back, 
thank God, but it keeps going. They 
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keep going because this is a way to en-
rich these powerful, multinational cor-
porations in a way that the public isn’t 
seeing it. It is just a change in the 
rules; and the little guys, the wealth 
that should be going to them is ex-
tracted and put into the pockets of 
these big corporate entities. 

They have the power, basically, and 
they are going to use it. They have the 
power in the economy, and they have 
the power in getting their case across 
to the Members of Congress because 
they have the ability to hire lobbyists 
again and to give campaign contribu-
tions, but not to buy votes, and I am 
not suggesting that. 

When you are here and you have so 
much time, if you have lobbyists that 
are working just to get the attention of 
the Member of Congress on the issue 
for a short period of time, you have 
succeeded. These companies can do it, 
and the little guy can’t. The little guy 
has no way of getting people’s atten-
tion here. 

The fact is that these big corpora-
tions—and especially Google—have 
hired the best representatives in town 
and spent the most money getting peo-
ple’s attention. 

The only answer here is to make sure 
we offset that by making sure the 
American people call their Member of 
Congress and tell them: Don’t diminish 
the patent protection for regular 
Americans, don’t let this happen. 

They have won the last couple of 
fights. Again, like I say, by the time it 
got over to the Senate, some people 
just started paying attention, but we 
lost it here in the House. 

Well, the patents that we are talking 
about are patents; they are not frivo-
lous lawsuits. These are patents that 
were issued by the United States Pat-
ent Office, but huge infringers would 
have us believe: Of course, don’t worry, 
the Congress is just up there trying to 
protect people who really haven’t come 
up with anything and just have frivo-
lous lawsuits. 

No, we are talking about tangible, 
tangible items that these people have 
used without paying the royalty to the 
man or woman who invented that par-
ticular item, that particular tech-
nology. 

What makes these patents different 
than the good patents, by the way? 
These same large corporations own 
thousands of patents—by the way, 
most of these corporations are the 
megaelectronics industry companies, 
so they own lots of patents. 

What makes the little guy a patent 
troll for being willing to try to get 
some help to fight these big guys? 
What makes that little guy’s patent or 
the ‘‘troll’s’’ patent any less real and 
any less valuable and official as these 
big companies? 

b 2045 

They have their patents, too. If the 
small inventor doesn’t have the re-
sources to enforce his or her patent in 
the limited time—they only have 

owned this now. Remember, once you 
own a patent, you own it for 17 years, 
and then it is done; everybody owns it. 

In the limited time they are granted 
for ownership, if they don’t have the 
resources to basically enforce their 
rights, an individual or company can 
buy their rights and can create—or 
they can create a partnership with a 
small inventor, and they can see to it 
that way to see that there isn’t a theft 
of this little guy’s property, and they 
call it an infringement. There is noth-
ing wrong with someone coming in and 
saying: Well, listen. If you can’t en-
force this, we think it is a good idea, 
you have 10 more years of patent pro-
tection. We will buy that patent right, 
just like buying a parcel of land. We 
are going to speculate that that land is 
going to go up in value or whatever. 
There is no difference at all. It is a 
piece of property. It is a property right. 
It is intellectual property. 

This effort to change our patent law 
is an attack on the very nature of in-
tellectual property. 

Okay. So the small inventor can’t do 
it. What is wrong with somebody com-
ing in and offering to buy that patent 
right from him for those 10 years or to 
go into partnership with him? 

Well, I have consulted with a number 
of outside individual inventors and 
groups, and they have reaffirmed that 
the legislation now being proposed dis-
advantages the little guy against deep- 
pocketed multinational corporations. 
This has been achieved in the guise, as 
I say, of targeting patent trolls. 

You are not vilifying this poor little 
inventor, this guy who works his heart 
out in his garage, quits his job because 
he has got an idea, puts all of his 
money and sells his home in order to 
build something new, a new tech-
nology. No, I am sorry. That guy is a 
hero. And under the guise of getting 
patent trolls, whatever that is, they 
are going to smash this little guy that 
I just described because they are going 
to prevent anybody from helping him 
because that person who is helping him 
is a patent troll. This person and com-
pany who has contracted with the in-
ventor to see that his or her rights are 
respected, I consider them to be a posi-
tive economic and also a moral force 
within the concept of determining own-
ership in our society. 

How horrible, making a business— 
which some of these companies have 
done—of helping a business out of help-
ing small inventors see to it that their 
patent rights are enforced. Oh, how 
horrible. Or how horrible it is for them 
to be buying patent rights from them. 
Oh, my goodness, a guy with money 
says: You can’t afford to enforce your 
rights; I think it is a great idea; I will 
pay you for this. The fact that that 
happens and is able to happen in our 
society means that that little guy now 
has something of value. 

If we take that away and say: Oh, 
these people buying them are all 
trolls—sounds sinister—oh, when you 
do that, the value of our patents for all 

of our inventors goes down. We are un-
dercutting the wealth that is available 
to our independent inventors because 
we are devaluing what they have if 
they can’t enforce it themselves, they 
can’t sell it to somebody who is not 
going to commercialize it, thus you 
have got a situation where the patent 
value, we are taking wealth out of the 
pockets of the least able people in our 
society in the technology arena, the 
least able to weather that, and we are 
putting that money and that power 
into the pockets of the big mega-multi-
national, not just American companies, 
multinational companies. It is sinful. 

The proponents of this legislation are 
covering the fact that someone has sto-
len someone else’s patent rights, some-
one else’s intellectual property, and 
now they want to change the system so 
they can get away with this theft. That 
is what it is all about. The big compa-
nies have been stealing. They want to 
get away with it. They need to change 
the rules of the game so they can get 
away with it, and the little guy will 
just give up because he can’t go 
through all the steps now. 

They would have us believe that all 
the lawsuits against these companies 
are frivolous. As I say, that is not the 
case. Well, the vast majority of them 
are not. The vast majority of patent in-
fringement cases have very legitimate 
areas of concern, and they need to be 
decided by the court, not to have Con-
gress step in and make it more difficult 
for someone to take someone to court 
who has stolen his intellectual prop-
erty. Yes, there are frivolous lawsuits 
throughout our system. Why are these 
guys just focusing on patents? They 
are doing that because that is what 
these megacorporations will benefit 
from. 

Tonight I draw the attention of the 
American people to H.R. 9, the Innova-
tion Act, introduced by Chairman 
GOODLATTE with 19 bipartisan cospon-
sors. The last Congress, the House 
Committee on the Judiciary held a 
hearing on this same bill. The same bill 
that came in last time, this bill that is 
being proposed now, H.R. 9, is exactly 
the same bill, except maybe with one 
provision that is taken out, which is a 
provision that I was able to get out of 
the bill on the floor in the debate and 
in the amendment process. 

By the way, that provision was going 
to prevent inventors, if they believed 
they were treated unfairly by the Pat-
ent Office, that provision would deny 
them the right to take it to court. 
They would have to settle the issue 
with an ombudsman from the Patent 
Office. Get that? The right to use court 
of a U.S. citizen was going to be denied 
them, and the proponents of this legis-
lation just let it drip off their back like 
water off a duck’s back. Give me a 
break. That is a huge violation of 
rights of Americans, but it is just as 
huge a violation for us to try to dimin-
ish their ability to enforce the rights of 
their own property. 

So I draw attention to H.R. 9. Last 
Congress the House Committee on the 
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Judiciary held a hearing on this almost 
very same bill. The witnesses at that 
hearing, including former Patent Office 
Director Kappos, made it clear that we 
should move slowly and with great care 
in making any changes to the patent 
law, especially in light of the fact that 
no one yet understands the implication 
of a similar patent law that was passed 
2 years ago, the America Invents Act. 

The process from that act is just now 
being implemented. I think it is going 
to have a very negative impact, and we 
need to know that that is what is going 
to happen, and we need to work that 
into our calculus of whether we should 
pass even more restrictions like are in 
that first bill. 

So everybody says: Take it easy; go 
slow; make sure you are right before 
you go ahead. Well, we haven’t even di-
gested the last bite Congress has taken 
out of the patent law. We haven’t even 
digested that at all, and now they want 
us to gobble down a few more apples. 
We need to make sure that we know 
what we have already gotten ourselves 
into by biting into this apple, but, no, 
we have got to now commit to having 
even more and more change before we 
even know whether that apple is going 
to turn sour in our stomach and cause 
us to be sick. 

In and of itself, this legislation is too 
broad, H.R. 9, the same thing they tried 
to pass through here last year, rammed 
it through, too broad, its implications 
too unclear, its effects unknowable. 
That is what witnesses and other ex-
perts have indicated. The conclusion, 
as I say, is move forward with these 
fundamental changes in our patent sys-
tem, and if you do so, you might be un-
dermining that system. 

We need not to move forward quickly 
on this, see what the impact of the past 
law changes are. That is what now has 
been indicated, but that is not what 
has happened. That is not what we 
have seen happen here on Capitol Hill. 
The House was railroaded into passing 
this new proposal on top of the pre-
vious legislation before we have a 
chance to see whether it is going to 
have a negative or positive effect, and 
it is not even being fully implemented 
yet. But yet we were pushed. This 
thing was rammed down our throats. It 
seems like some multinational cor-
porations really wanted action now: Do 
it now. 

Well, what is going on here? This 
congressional ramrodding exemplifies 
the battle to diminish America’s pat-
ent system that has been going on for 
25 years. This isn’t something new. 
What I am describing to you is just one 
more hit, one more attempt by people 
to harmonize American law with the 
rest of the world. 

We need to be more like the rest of 
the world. We have a strong protection 
of intellectual property rights. Oh, we 
should be more like the rest of the 
world—baloney. The fact is America 
should stand tall. If we want harmony 
with the rest of the world, they should 
harmonize with our stronger protec-

tion for the individual, for our caring 
for ordinary people. 

This law and these changes are going 
to change the way we do business in 
America, all right. We are not going to 
have the creative and the cutting edge 
as these very same mega-multinational 
corporations go to countries like China 
in order to get cheap labor to accom-
plish their mission rather than using 
the technology of Americans, giving 
them the royalty for it, at least, in 
order to make sure our country and our 
countrymen are safe, our countrymen 
are secure and our well-being of our 
people economically, they have good 
jobs producing competitive products 
that they can sell overseas. No. No. 
These companies, they just want that 
power for themselves. They want to 
harmonize with the rest of the world so 
they can run roughshod over all of us. 

According to the sponsors of H.R. 9, 
it is an attempt to combat the problem 
of patent trolls. That is it. You look at 
their arguments, it is all patent trolls, 
patent trolls, patent trolls, even 
though the study mandated by Con-
gress shows that this much-heralded 
problem is not a major driver of law-
suits. It has not caused, as they claim, 
a surge of new lawsuits. In fact, the 
most recent data shows that patent 
lawsuits dropped dramatically in 2014 
compared to previous years. 

The provisions of this legislation are 
designed to make it much more com-
plicated. Now, this is what it is. This 
legislation, H.R. 9, is designed to make 
it much more complicated, costly, and 
challenging to bring a lawsuit for pat-
ent infringement, thus hurting the lit-
tle guy, the infringement that is tak-
ing place. That means the victim is the 
little guy. We are helping the big guy, 
the guy who is committing the crime. 

By the way, if these people wanted to 
impact frivolous lawsuits, if they say, 
‘‘Oh, there are too many frivolous law-
suits with patents,’’ they should just 
make it simpler and cheaper to defend 
against baseless infringement cases. 
Somebody that is accused of infringe-
ment and it is baseless, let’s make it 
easier for these companies to defend 
themselves against that charge in 
court. 

But, no, no, making it more easy to 
defend themselves, no, no, no. We are 
being asked to raise the bar for the in-
ventor to bring lawsuits to defend his 
or her rights rather than lowering the 
bar to allow small businesses and oth-
ers to defend themselves against frivo-
lous lawsuits. When we weaken the lit-
tle guy—that is what we are doing. 
They want us to weaken the little guy 
to protect the big guy from frivolous 
lawsuits. 

Well, who gets hurt and who is 
helped? You have a sinister cover-up 
there, the trolls, and who is getting 
helped by that? These big 
megacorporations. And who is getting 
hurt? The little guys who can’t go 
through all these extra steps; they 
can’t afford to protect themselves. And 
we are going to side with the big guys, 

the big guys again who take their work 
to China without blushing? This legis-
lation, H.R. 9, is consistent with the 
decades-long war being waged on Amer-
ica’s and against America’s inde-
pendent inventors. 

Here are a few provisions of this In-
novation Act we have just submitted: 

It would create new requirements for 
a patent holder, when a patent holder 
must, once filing a claim for infringe-
ment, provide information about all 
the parties who are involved with this; 
and, thus, you basically have the ac-
cused infringer is going to know every-
body who is involved and, thus, be able 
to basically attack all of the people, 
not just the guy who has lost his intel-
lectual property rights, but somebody 
who backed him up now will become a 
target of big corporations. This means 
the elimination of privacy for major 
business dealings. 

The little guy no longer has that 
right of privacy. The little guy is to-
tally exposed, as his friends and sup-
pliers will be. The patent holder will be 
forced to provide a list of potential 
bank accounts to raid, and those bank 
accounts and all of that information 
will be made available to the bad guys, 
the people who are infringing. The big 
companies who are beating him down 
will now have all this information to 
use against him. 

In addition, once the requirement has 
been invoked, the patent holder must 
maintain a current record of the infor-
mation on file at the Patent Office or 
forfeit the rights. 

b 2100 
What that means is the patent holder 

now has huge new bureaucratic report-
ing requirements, dramatically in-
creasing his cost and vulnerability. 

Now, you do that to a small investor 
or a small inventor, what does that 
say? You are increasing their costs dra-
matically. And why are we increasing 
their requirements for bureaucratic re-
porting? Because they have actually 
reported an infringement of their intel-
lectual rights; thus, they have got to 
pay the price; they have got to have 
the burden on them. We are going to 
put the burden on them for saying, 
Somebody just stole my property. We 
are increasing the burden on them. 

If they do that, from then on, they 
have a whole new obligation, a bureau-
cratic obligation. 

In addition, the patent holder gains a 
new bureaucratic fee—not just a bu-
reaucratic requirement but a fee—and 
is forced to pay record keeping fees to 
maintain the current record at the 
Patent Office. 

More fees, more bureaucratic re-
quirements. These are minor inconven-
iences to multinational corporations, 
these corporations with hundreds, if 
not thousands of employees. It is not 
going to cost them anything. In fact, 
when they go to court, they have a 
whole stable of attorneys, so it won’t 
cost them much money there either. 

So for these multinational corpora-
tions, this isn’t even an inconvenience. 
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But for the little guy, all of these new 
requirements are killers because they 
don’t have $100,000 that they can just 
drop into keeping better books over 
here or getting a hold of all of these 
people or exposing anybody who has in-
vested in their patent. 

The Innovation Act also enables 
large multinational corporations to 
create nested shell companies which 
have few assets but can infringe on pat-
ents while the inventor is unable to sue 
their customers, who are free to con-
tinue infringing. So they say: Well, we 
will just do all of our business with 
this technology, through that com-
pany, so if we get sued, they can’t get 
at us—no way. While the first court 
case moves through the system, we are 
going to shield these big guys who are 
stealing. 

This process could keep an infringing 
process in place for a decade or more 
while the inventor is trying to find 
ways to stop that infringement. 

The Innovation Act authorizes the 
Patent Office director to create a pat-
ent troll database—how about that— 
and to create a strategy to teach small 
business how to defend themselves 
against patent trolls. 

We are encouraging the director of 
the Patent Office to create an enemies 
list and a strategy guide for people who 
are infringing on other people’s patent 
rights. That is what we are talking 
about. 

They are trying to basically vilify a 
group of people who are involved in a 
perfectly legal and moral economic ac-
tivity, helping out small business guys, 
buying small patent owners’ rights to 
their patents. If they can’t enforce it 
themselves, they are going into part-
nership with them. 

No, no. Now we are going to have a 
list of these people who are going to be 
on an enemy’s list mandated by the 
Patent Office, according to this legisla-
tion. 

So we are encouraging this enemies 
list strategy. Instead of just, okay, if 
there is a frivolous lawsuit, let’s just 
make it easier for someone to defend 
themselves in court. 

The ultimate results of this legisla-
tion will be: 

Increased patent infringement. Have 
you got that? This legislation, H.R. 9, 
will increase the amount of theft in our 
society because now we have made it 
easier. 

Reduced legal remedies. We have ba-
sically reduced the legal remedies for 
the victim, for those who have been in-
fringed. 

We have reduced the investment in 
small business. Why are people going 
to invest in a new patent if they think 
it can be infringed upon, and this guy 
isn’t going to get his money back? So 
we have dramatically hurt the amount 
of money that is going to be invested 
in the new technology, in the brilliant 
ideas that come from our students 
from university. You know, they come 
out and they have great ideas. We want 
them to go into small business and fol-

low their dream. Oh, no, no. This would 
make it almost impossible for people 
like that. Our young people and small 
businessmen, people with a dream. 

Irreparable damage will be done to 
our research universities, to our inven-
tors and entrepreneurs. All of these 
people are going to be hurt. 

Let me put it this way: our colleges 
and universities, they know that if this 
bill passes—the one that was going 
through the Senate passed—there 
would be a dramatic reduction in the 
value of all the patents that they own, 
and that is a major, major asset to our 
universities. 

Each part of this so-called reform is 
detrimental to the patent owners, espe-
cially damaging to individual small in-
ventors. Every provision bolsters the 
patent thieves, the infringers, at the 
expense of the legal owners. 

No, no. Let’s not talk about that. 
Let’s talk about patent trolls, how evil 
they are. ‘‘Troll’’ is a bad word. You 
don’t want to be on the side of the 
trolls. 

No, no. Everything they are pro-
posing in the name of stopping the 
trolls, using that as cover, hurts the 
little guy and helps these big guys who 
are financing this campaign to under-
mine our patent system. 

This approach assists thieves because 
they are powerful corporations versus 
little guys. The only hope for the little 
guy has always been that America 
stands for the God-given rights and 
that those rights are protected by our 
government, recognized and protected 
by it, as it was in the Constitution. 

To all people, rich and poor, their 
rights are protected in this country, 
and we should not be about to let big 
corporate interests step on the little 
guy. 

If a guy owns a piece of property and 
a big corporation wants to build a road 
across it, to build a whatever it is on 
the other side—an oil derrick or what-
ever it is—they have to pay that man’s 
price because he owns that property. 
And in this case, we are talking only 
about an ownership for 17 years, grant-
ed to somebody who has actually come 
up with something that is of great 
value to our people. 

No. We need to make sure that we re-
main the country where we protect 
everybody’s rights and that the big 
guys can’t get away with stepping on 
the little guys. 

The rights of ownership are the same 
as all of our other rights: speech, reli-
gion, assembly. And this has been what 
we are seeing now in H.R. 9—the last 
couple of years have been a blatant 
power grab by the big guys to diminish 
the rights of the little guy. 

When the bill identical to this one 
was previously submitted, opposition 
emerged to it, as people figured out 
what I am telling you. What I am say-
ing tonight—finally some people, when 
they heard the debate over here, they 
mobilized. And when they found out 
what was about to be foisted upon 
them, we were speaking with loud 
voices. 

Here is a list of some of those people 
who opposed or expressed major con-
cerns over that act, a bill that was 
identical to H.R. 9, which is now 
perched and ready to be shoved 
through Congress: 

The Association of American Univer-
sities; American Council on Education; 
Association of American Medical Col-
leges; Association of Public and Land- 
grant Universities; Association of Uni-
versity Technology Managers; Council 
on Governmental Relations; Eagle 
Forum; Club for Growth; American Bar 
Association; Patent Office Professional 
Association; Judicial Conference Com-
mittee on Rules of Practice and Proce-
dure; American Intellectual Property 
Law Association; Intellectual Property 
Owners Association; National Associa-
tion of Patent Practitioners; National 
Venture Capital Association; the Bio-
technology Industry Organization; 
Pharmaceutical Research and Manu-
facturers of America, PhRMA; Innova-
tion Alliance; Coalition for 21st Cen-
tury Patent Reform; Institute of Elec-
trical and Electronics Engineers. 

Let’s just note, all of these groups 
were opposed or were very concerned 
about that act because: 

It creates more paperwork for every-
body, increasing the cost for anybody 
who wants to defend their rights. 

It forces patent holders who file 
claims of infringement to maintain 
new bureaucratic reporting require-
ments and to pay new recordkeeping 
costs. It just complicates their lives 
and their expenses. 

It eliminates the independent judi-
cial review of patent applicants by 
striking section 145 of title 35. This is 
very important in order to keep the 
Patent Office honest. There should be 
an independent judicial review. That is 
what they tried to foist off on us last 
time. 

And it dramatically increases the fi-
nancial risks for anybody filing an in-
fringement lawsuit. 

We need to make sure that our coun-
try stays true to the American people, 
to what will give us security for our 
people. We need to be on the cutting 
edge of technology. We need to be 
ahead of our potential enemies. We 
can’t defend our country man for man. 
We have got to have the best equip-
ment and the high technology that 
comes from the creative thinking of 
our people. We need to make sure that 
our working people are producing more 
wealth with every hour of work they 
do; thus, we can afford to provide the 
services and the standard of living for 
ordinary people. 

Every time there is a new idea, if we 
actually permit that to be stolen by 
multinational corporations, that is not 
going to improve the well-being of our 
people. 

We have seen this going on in the 
past. This is not the first time. This is 
just in the last 25 years of onslaught. 
And what we have now in H.R. 9 is just 
the latest salvo in the effort to destroy 
the patent system that we have got. 
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But this happened a long time ago. 

We have had to reaffirm the rights of 
the little guy over and again. 

There is a statue in our Congress, in 
our Capitol, of Philo Farnsworth. Do 
you know who Philo Farnsworth was? 
Philo Farnsworth was the inventor of 
the picture tube for the television. 

Philo was a farmer and an engineer 
in Utah, a man with not many re-
sources at all. But he figured out some-
thing that RCA, one of the biggest cor-
porations in the country at the time, 
was trying to find out: How do you cre-
ate a picture tube? 

Well, he wrote them and said, I found 
the secret. And what do you know, 
they sent their top engineer over. Philo 
actually showed them what he had 
done. And they said, We are going to 
get back to you, and we are going to 
work with you as your partner. You 
know what they did? He could never 
get a hold of them again. 

David Sarnoff, one of the richest, 
most powerful men in the United 
States, set out to steal the right to the 
patent for the picture tube from this 
lone American, this guy who had a 
small farm in Utah. And he led—Philo 
Farnsworth didn’t give up. He led a 
struggle for 20 years to get his rights to 
own that technology, that intellectual 
property. 

And when he was fighting this huge 
corporate interest that was trying to 
just squish him like a bug, he stood up 
there, and he couldn’t have stood 
alone. People invested in his lawsuit. 
People invested with him so that jus-
tice would come and that inventors in 
the United States would know that 
when they invent something, they have 
a right, and the American people will 
stick by them. 

In the end, the Supreme Court made 
the decision, and they decided with the 
little guy. They decided with Philo. 
What a great affirmation of our coun-
try. And there is a statute today of 
Farnsworth in the Capitol, the man 
who advanced communications in our 
country. You will never find a statue 
to David Sarnoff or any of these big 
moguls who tried to squish him, these 
multinational corporations. 

Let’s remember the heart of Amer-
ica, patriotism. Let’s be loyal to our 
regular people. They will be loyal to 
us. That is what the American Revolu-
tion was all about. 

I ask my colleagues to join me in op-
posing H.R. 9. And I invite people to 
talk about it and to talk to their Con-
gressmen and their Senators and to 
make sure that they don’t come in here 
for a vote not knowing how important 
this vote is on H.R. 9. 

With that, I yield back the balance of 
my time. 

f 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE 
By unanimous consent, leave of ab-

sence was granted to: 
Mr. CARTWRIGHT (at the request of 

Ms. PELOSI) for today and the balance 
of the week on account of death in the 
family. 

Mr. RUIZ (at the request of Ms. 
PELOSI) for today and the balance of 
the week on account of death in the 
family. 

f 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED 

Karen L. Haas, Clerk of the House, 
reported and found truly enrolled a bill 
of the House of the following title, 
which was thereupon signed by the 
Speaker: 

H.R. 203. An act to direct the Secretary of 
Veterans Affairs to provide for the conduct 
of annual evaluations of mental health care 
and suicide prevention programs of the De-
partment of Veterans Affairs, to require a 
pilot program on loan repayment for psychi-
atrists who agree to serve in the Veterans 
Health Administration of the Department of 
Veterans Affairs, and for other purposes. 

f 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. ROHRABACHER. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; accord-
ingly (at 9 o’clock and 13 minutes 
p.m.), under its previous order and pur-
suant to House Resolution 99, the 
House adjourned until tomorrow, 
Wednesday, February 11, 2015, at 10 
a.m., for morning-hour debate, as a fur-
ther mark of respect to the memory of 
the late Honorable ALAN NUNNELEE. 

f 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, 
ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker’s table and referred as follows: 

373. A letter from the Management Ana-
lyst, Forest Service, ORMS, D and R, De-
partment of Agriculture, transmitting the 
Department’s final rule — Forest Land En-
hancement Program (FLEP) (RIN: 0596-AD21) 
received January 27, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Ag-
riculture. 

374. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, APHIS, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Commuted Traveltime; Correc-
tion [Docket No.: APHIS-2004-0108] received 
February 3, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Agri-
culture. 

375. A letter from the Congressional Re-
view Coordinator, APHIS, Department of Ag-
riculture, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Brucellosis Class Free States 
and Certified Brucellosis-Free Herds; Revi-
sions to Testing and Certification Require-
ments [Docket No.: APHIS-2009-0083] (RIN: 
0579-AD22) received February 3, 2015, pursu-
ant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

376. A letter from the Management and 
Program Analyst, Forest Service, ORMS, D 
and R, Department of Agriculture, transmit-
ting the Department’s final rule — Use By 
Over-Snow Vehicles (Travel Management 
Rule) (RIN: 0596-AD17) received February 3, 
2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

377. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Management and Budget, Executive Office of 
the President, transmitting the OMB Seques-
tration Preview Report to the President and 
Congress for Fiscal Year 2016, pursuant to 
the Balanced Budget and Emergency Deficit 

Control Act of 1985 (BBEDCA), as amended; 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

378. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting the se-
questration order for Fiscal Year 2016, pursu-
ant to 2 U.S.C. 901a; to the Committee on Ap-
propriations. 

379. A letter from the Under Secretary, 
Personnel and Readiness, Department of De-
fense, transmitting authorization for Briga-
dier General Jacqueline D. Van Ovost, 
United States Air Force, to wear the insignia 
of the grade of major general, pursuant to 10 
U.S.C. 777; to the Committee on Armed Serv-
ices. 

380. A letter from the Assistant Secretary, 
Homeland Defense and Global Security, De-
partment of Defense, transmitting the De-
partment’s report on assistance provided for 
sporting events during calendar year 2014, 
pursuant to 10 U.S.C. 2564(e); to the Com-
mittee on Armed Services. 

381. A letter from the Secretary, Depart-
ment of Transportation, transmitting the 
annual report to Congress of the Maritime 
Administration (MARAD) for Fiscal Year 
2013, pursuant to Public Law 91-469, section 
208; to the Committee on Armed Services. 

382. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting the Na-
tional Security Strategy of the United 
States, pursuant to 50 U.S.C. 3043; to the 
Committee on Armed Services. 

383. A letter from the Deputy Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Office of Diversion Control, 
DEA, Department of Justice, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — Schedules of 
Controlled Substances: Removal of 
Naloxegol from Control [Docket No.: DEA- 
400] received January 28, 2015, pursuant to 5 
U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on En-
ergy and Commerce. 

384. A letter from the Deputy Assistant Ad-
ministrator, Office of Diversion Control, 
DEA, Department of Justice, transmitting 
the Department’s final order — Schedules of 
Controlled Substances: Temporary Place-
ment of Three Synthetic Cannabinoids into 
Schedule I [Docket No.: DEA-402] received 
January 30, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce. 

385. A letter from the Chief Executive Offi-
cer, Corporation for National and Commu-
nity Service, transmitting the Corporation’s 
Fiscal Year 2016 Congressional Budget Jus-
tification; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

386. A letter from the Associate General 
Counsel for General Law, Department of 
Homeland Security, transmitting a report 
pursuant to the Federal Vacancies Reform 
Act of 1998; to the Committee on Oversight 
and Government Reform. 

387. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
Office of General Counsel, Department of 
Transportation, transmitting a report pursu-
ant to the Federal Vacancies Reform Act of 
1998; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

388. A letter from the Director, Office of 
Personnel Management, transmitting the Of-
fice’s semiannual report of the Inspector 
General and the Management Response for 
the period April 1, 2014, through September 
30, 2014, pursuant to Public Law 95-452, sec-
tion 5; to the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform. 

389. A letter from the Deputy Assistant Ad-
ministrator for Regulatory Programs, 
NMFS, National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Administration, transmitting the Adminis-
tration’s final rule — Fisheries of the North-
eastern United States; Atlantic Coastal 
Fisheries Cooperative Management Act Pro-
visions; American Lobster Fishery [Docket 
No.: 130705590-5010-03] (RIN: 0648-BD45) re-
ceived February 5, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
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801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

390. A letter from the Acting Director, Of-
fice of Sustainable Fisheries, NMFS, Na-
tional Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion, transmitting the Administration’s tem-
porary rule — Fisheries Off West Coast 
States; Modifications of the West Coast 
Commercial and Recreational Salmon Fish-
eries; Inseason Actions #24 through #44 
[Docket No.: 140107014-4014-01] (RIN: 0648- 
XD547) received February 5, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Natural Resources. 

391. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule; correction — Anchorage Regula-
tions; Port of New York [Docket No.: USCG- 
2013-0018] (RIN: 1625-AA01) received January 
27, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to 
the Committee on Transportation and Infra-
structure. 

392. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Special Local Regulations; 
Clearwater Super Boat National Champion-
ship; Gulf of Mexico, Clearwater, FL [Docket 
No.: USCG-2014-0657] (RIN: 1625-AA08) re-
ceived January 27, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

393. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Safety Zone; SFOBB 
Demolition Safety Zone, San Francisco, CA 
[Docket No.: USCG-2013-0654] (RIN: 1625- 
AA00) received January 27, 2015, pursuant to 
5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

394. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
temporary final rule — Security Zone; John 
Joseph Moakley United States Courthouse; 
Boston, MA [Docket No.: USCG-2014-1055] 
(RIN: 1625-AA87) received January 27, 2015, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

395. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Anchorage Regulations; Port of 
New York [Docket No.: USCG-2013-0018] 
(RIN: 1625-AA01) received January 27, 2015, 
pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

396. A letter from the Attorney-Advisor, 
U.S. Coast Guard, Department of Homeland 
Security, transmitting the Department’s 
final rule — Drawbridge Operation Regula-
tion; Thames River, New London, CT [Dock-
et No.: USCG-2013-0983] (RIN: 1625-AA09) re-
ceived January 27, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 
801(a)(1)(A); to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

397. A letter from the Trial Attorney, FRA, 
Department of Transportation, transmitting 
the Department’s final rule — National 
Highway-Rail Crossing Inventory Reporting 
Requirements [Docket No.: FRA-2011-0007, 
Notice No. 4] (RIN: 2130-AC26) received Janu-
ary 30, 2015, pursuant to 5 U.S.C. 801(a)(1)(A); 
to the Committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure. 

398. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of Home-
land Security, transmitting the Privacy Of-
fice’s report entitled ‘‘2014 Data Mining Re-
port to Congress’’, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 
2000ee-3; to the Committee on Homeland Se-
curity. 

399. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislative Affairs, Department of Home-

land Security, transmitting the Privacy Of-
fice’s semiannual report to Congress cov-
ering the period March 1, 2014, through Sep-
tember 30, 2014, pursuant to the 9/11 Commis-
sion Act of 2007, section 803; to the Com-
mittee on Homeland Security. 

400. A letter from the Board Chair and 
Chief Executive Officer, Farm Credit Admin-
istration, transmitting the Agency’s fiscal 
year 2016 proposed budget and performance 
plan; jointly to the Committees on Agri-
culture and Oversight and Government Re-
form. 

401. A letter from the Assistant Secretary 
for Legislation, Department of Health and 
Human Services, transmitting the Office of 
the Medicare Ombudsman 2013 Report to 
Congress, pursuant to the Social Security 
Act, section 1808(c)(2)(C); jointly to the Com-
mittees on Energy and Commerce and Ways 
and Means. 

402. A letter from the Inspector General, 
Railroad Retirement Board, transmitting 
the fiscal year 2016 Congressional Budget 
Justification for the Office of Inspector Gen-
eral; jointly to the Committees on Appro-
priations, Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture, and Ways and Means. 

f 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON 
PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. WOODALL: Committee on Rules. 
House Resolution 100. Resolution providing 
for consideration of the bill (S. 1) to approve 
the Keystone XL Pipeline, and providing for 
proceedings during the period from February 
16, 2015, through February 23, 2015 (Rept. 114– 
22). Referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. COLE: Committee on Rules. House 
Resolution 101. Resolution providing for con-
sideration of the bill (H.R. 644) to amend the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1986 to perma-
nently extend and expand the charitable de-
duction for contributions of food inventory, 
and providing for consideration of the bill 
(H.R. 636) to amend the Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to permanently extend increased 
expensing limitations, and for other purposes 
(Rept. 114–23). Referred to the House Cal-
endar. 

f 

PUBLIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XII, public 
bills and resolutions of the following 
titles were introduced and severally re-
ferred, as follows: 

By Mr. LEVIN (for himself, Mr. RYAN 
of Ohio, Mr. BROOKS of Alabama, and 
Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania): 

H.R. 820. A bill to amend title VII of the 
Tariff Act of 1930 to clarify that counter-
vailing duties may be imposed to address 
subsidies relating to a fundamentally under-
valued currency of any foreign country; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LATTA (for himself, Mr. ISSA, 
Ms. ESHOO, Ms. MATSUI, and Ms. 
DELBENE): 

H.R. 821. A bill to promote unlicensed spec-
trum use in the 5 GHz band, to maximize the 
use of the band for shared purposes in order 
to bolster innovation and economic develop-
ment, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. SESSIONS (for himself, Mr. 
MEEKS, Mr. YOUNG of Indiana, and 
Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio): 

H.R. 822. A bill to amend title XVIII of the 
Social Security Act to require reporting of 

certain data by providers and suppliers of air 
ambulance services for purposes of reforming 
reimbursements for such services under the 
Medicare program, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Energy and Commerce, 
and in addition to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. TONKO (for himself, Mr. 
MCKINLEY, Mr. KENNEDY, and Mr. 
RODNEY DAVIS of Illinois): 

H.R. 823. A bill to better integrate STEM 
education into elementary and secondary in-
struction and curricula, to encourage high- 
quality STEM professional development, and 
to expand current mathematics and science 
education research to include engineering 
education; to the Committee on Education 
and the Workforce. 

By Mr. WEBER of Texas (for himself, 
Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. 
FINCHER, Mr. MASSIE, Mr. BISHOP of 
Utah, Mr. DUNCAN of South Carolina, 
Mr. GOHMERT, Mr. SAM JOHNSON of 
Texas, Mr. DESJARLAIS, Mr. POMPEO, 
Mr. MILLER of Florida, Mr. COLLINS 
of Georgia, Mr. PITTS, Mr. BOUSTANY, 
Mr. OLSON, Mr. LATTA, Mr. PALMER, 
Mr. FARENTHOLD, Mr. FLORES, Mr. 
PEARCE, Mr. NEUGEBAUER, Mr. 
LAMALFA, and Mr. JONES): 

H.R. 824. A bill to amend chapter 1 of title 
1, United States Code, with regard to the def-
inition of ‘‘marriage’’ and ’’spouse’’ for Fed-
eral purposes and to ensure respect for State 
regulation of marriage; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ROSKAM (for himself and Mr. 
VARGAS): 

H.R. 825. A bill to promote trade and com-
mercial enhancement between the United 
States and Israel, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and in 
addition to the Committees on Foreign Af-
fairs, Financial Services, and the Judiciary, 
for a period to be subsequently determined 
by the Speaker, in each case for consider-
ation of such provisions as fall within the ju-
risdiction of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. MCKINLEY (for himself and Ms. 
KAPTUR): 

H.R. 826. A bill to provide for a study by 
the Institute of Medicine on gaps in mental 
health services and how these gaps can in-
crease the risk of violent acts; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Ms. FOXX (for herself and Mr. 
JOLLY): 

H.R. 827. A bill to direct the Federal Trade 
Commission to revise the regulations regard-
ing the Do-not-call registry to prohibit po-
litically-oriented recorded message tele-
phone calls to telephone numbers listed on 
that registry; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. BOUSTANY: 
H.R. 828. A bill to amend title 31, United 

States Code, to clarify the use of credentials 
by enrolled agents; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mrs. CAPPS (for herself and Mr. 
PASCRELL): 

H.R. 829. A bill to promote youth athletic 
safety and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce, and in ad-
dition to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. CARSON of Indiana: 
H.R. 830. A bill to amend the Robert T. 

Stafford Disaster Relief and Emergency As-
sistance Act to reauthorize the predisaster 
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hazard mitigation program; to the Com-
mittee on Transportation and Infrastruc-
ture. 

By Mr. CASTRO of Texas: 
H.R. 831. A bill to support afterschool and 

out-of-school-time science, technology, engi-
neering, and mathematics programs, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on 
Science, Space, and Technology. 

By Mr. COOK (for himself and Ms. 
TITUS): 

H.R. 832. A bill to amend title 38, United 
States Code, to direct the Secretary of Labor 
to enter into a contract for the conduct of a 
longitudinal study of the job counseling, 
training, and placement services for veterans 
provided by the Secretary, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Veterans’ Af-
fairs. 

By Mrs. DAVIS of California: 
H.R. 833. A bill to amend the Elementary 

and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to au-
thorize the Secretary of Education to make 
grants for recruiting, training, and retaining 
individuals, with a preference for individuals 
from underrepresented groups, as teachers at 
public elementary and secondary schools, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mrs. DAVIS of California: 
H.R. 834. A bill to require States and local 

educational agencies to report on the 
achievement of military-connected students 
in annual report cards under the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965; to the 
Committee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Ms. DELAURO (for herself, Mr. 
COLE, Ms. BASS, and Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD): 

H.R. 835. A bill to amend title XIX of the 
Social Security Act to provide a standard 
definition of therapeutic foster care services 
in Medicaid; to the Committee on Energy 
and Commerce. 

By Mr. DENT (for himself, Mr. WILSON 
of South Carolina, Mr. RUIZ, Mr. 
HARRIS, Mr. GIBSON, Mr. BENISHEK, 
Mr. JOYCE, Mr. GOSAR, Mr. HANNA, 
Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. ROSKAM, Mr. LAN-
GEVIN, Mr. HARPER, Mr. KELLY of 
Pennsylvania, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, 
Mr. BARR, Mr. OLSON, Mr. ROE of 
Tennessee, Mr. SESSIONS, Mr. MUR-
PHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. HECK of Ne-
vada, Mr. MCKINLEY, Mr. JOLLY, and 
Mr. BOUSTANY): 

H.R. 836. A bill to improve access to emer-
gency medical services, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK (for himself, Mr. 
KELLY of Pennsylvania, Mr. CART-
WRIGHT, Mr. ROTHFUS, Mr. BRENDAN 
F. BOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. MI-
CHAEL F. DOYLE of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
BARTON, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, 
Mr. FATTAH, Mr. BUCHANAN, and Ms. 
JENKINS of Kansas): 

H.R. 837. A bill to implement a demonstra-
tion project under titles XVIII and XIX of 
the Social Security Act to examine the costs 
and benefits of providing payments for com-
prehensive coordinated health care services 
provided by purpose-built, continuing care 
retirement communities to Medicare bene-
ficiaries; to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, and in addition to the Committee 
on Ways and Means, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. HANNA (for himself, Ms. MENG, 
and Mr. CHABOT): 

H.R. 838. A bill to amend title 31, United 
States Code, to revise requirements related 
to assets pledged by a surety, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on the Judici-

ary, and in addition to the Committee on 
Small Business, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. HASTINGS (for himself, Ms. 
CLARKE of New York, Ms. TSONGAS, 
Mr. YARMUTH, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. 
MURPHY of Florida, Mr. CONYERS, Ms. 
JACKSON LEE, Mr. COHEN, Mr. 
TAKANO, Ms. BROWN of Florida, Ms. 
HAHN, Ms. TITUS, Mr. BUTTERFIELD, 
Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Ms. EDWARDS, 
Mrs. BEATTY, Mr. RANGEL, Mrs. LAW-
RENCE, Mr. CHABOT, Ms. EDDIE BER-
NICE JOHNSON of Texas, Ms. FUDGE, 
and Mr. MEEKS): 

H.R. 839. A bill to posthumously award a 
Congressional Gold Medal to Lena Horne in 
recognition of her achievements and con-
tributions to American culture and the civil 
rights movement; to the Committee on Fi-
nancial Services. 

By Mr. KENNEDY (for himself, Mr. 
TONKO, and Ms. SLAUGHTER): 

H.R. 840. A bill to increase the participa-
tion of women, girls, and underrepresented 
minorities in STEM fields, to encourage and 
support students from all economic back-
grounds to pursue STEM career opportuni-
ties, and for other purposes; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. KING of Iowa (for himself, Mr. 
DUNCAN of South Carolina, Mr. 
JONES, and Mr. BARLETTA): 

H.R. 841. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to clarify that wages paid 
to unauthorized aliens may not be deducted 
from gross income, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, and in 
addition to the Committees on the Judici-
ary, and Education and the Workforce, for a 
period to be subsequently determined by the 
Speaker, in each case for consideration of 
such provisions as fall within the jurisdic-
tion of the committee concerned. 

By Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois (for 
himself, Mr. PASCRELL, Mr. SESSIONS, 
Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mr. ROGERS of Ken-
tucky, Mrs. LOWEY, Ms. JENKINS of 
Kansas, Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Ms. 
DELAURO, Mr. KELLY of Pennsyl-
vania, Mr. BLUMENAUER, Mr. KIND, 
Mr. THOMPSON of California, Mr. LAR-
SON of Connecticut, Mr. CROWLEY, 
Mr. LEWIS, Mr. RANGEL, Ms. LINDA T. 
SÁNCHEZ of California, Mrs. BLACK-
BURN, Mr. LANCE, Mrs. ELLMERS, Mr. 
MCKINLEY, Mr. HARPER, Mr. 
BUTTERFIELD, Mr. CÁRDENAS, Mr. BEN 
RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico, Ms. MAT-
SUI, Mr. KENNEDY, Mr. LOEBSACK, Mr. 
MCNERNEY, Mr. TONKO, Mr. YARMUTH, 
Mr. AMODEI, Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN, Ms. 
HERRERA BEUTLER, Mr. JOYCE, Mr. 
STEWART, Mr. HONDA, Ms. LEE, Ms. 
ROYBAL-ALLARD, Ms. KAPTUR, Ms. 
MCCOLLUM, Mr. FATTAH, Mr. ISRAEL, 
Ms. PINGREE, Mr. RUPPERSBERGER, 
Mr. RYAN of Ohio, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. 
KING of New York, Mr. SENSEN-
BRENNER, Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee, 
Mr. HUNTER, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. HIG-
GINS, Mr. PAYNE, Mrs. CAROLYN B. 
MALONEY of New York, Mr. CONYERS, 
Mr. DEFAZIO, Ms. BROWN of Florida, 
Mr. CARSON of Indiana, Ms. CLARK of 
Massachusetts, Mr. DELANEY, Ms. 
ESTY, Mr. FOSTER, Mr. POE of Texas, 
Mr. HECK of Washington, Mr. HINO-
JOSA, Mr. JOHNSON of Georgia, Mr. 
KILDEE, Mr. LARSEN of Washington, 
Mr. RIBBLE, Mr. THOMPSON of Penn-
sylvania, Mr. LIPINSKI, Mr. LYNCH, 
Mr. MCGOVERN, Mr. POCAN, Mr. 
POLIS, Mr. SIRES, Mr. FARENTHOLD, 
Mr. MASSIE, Ms. BROWNLEY of Cali-

fornia, Mrs. BUSTOS, Mr. CART-
WRIGHT, Mr. POSEY, Mr. COHEN, Ms. 
DELBENE, Mr. GRAYSON, Mr. YOUNG of 
Alaska, Mr. SMITH of New Jersey, Ms. 
BONAMICI, Mr. SWALWELL of Cali-
fornia, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. AUSTIN 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. AL GREEN of 
Texas, Mr. HASTINGS, Mr. LANGEVIN, 
Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mrs. NAPOLITANO, 
Ms. NORTON, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. DAVID 
SCOTT of Georgia, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. 
HUIZENGA of Michigan, and Mr. 
HUFFMAN): 

H.R. 842. A bill to require the Commis-
sioner of Social Security to revise the med-
ical and evaluation criteria for determining 
disability in a person diagnosed with Hun-
tington’s Disease and to waive the 24-month 
waiting period for Medicare eligibility for in-
dividuals disabled by Huntington’s Disease; 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. KLINE (for himself, Mr. 
BENISHEK, Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, 
Mr. MOOLENAAR, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. 
GROTHMAN, Mr. PETERSON, and Mr. 
DUFFY): 

H.R. 843. A bill to prohibit treatment of 
gray wolves in Minnesota, Wisconsin, and 
Michigan as endangered species, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Natural 
Resources. 

By Mr. KLINE: 
H.R. 844. A bill to require a plan approved 

by the Surface Transportation Board for the 
long-term storage of rail cars on certain rail-
road tracks; to the Committee on Transpor-
tation and Infrastructure. 

By Mrs. LUMMIS (for herself and Mr. 
WALZ): 

H.R. 845. A bill to direct the Secretary of 
Agriculture to publish in the Federal Reg-
ister a strategy to significantly increase the 
role of volunteers and partners in National 
Forest System trail maintenance, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Agri-
culture, and in addition to the Committee on 
Natural Resources, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mr. POLIS (for himself, Mr. SCOTT 
of Virginia, and Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN): 

H.R. 846. A bill to end discrimination based 
on actual or perceived sexual orientation or 
gender identity in public schools, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Edu-
cation and the Workforce. 

By Mr. POLIS (for himself and Mr. 
SABLAN): 

H.R. 847. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to in-
vest in innovation for education; to the Com-
mittee on Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. POLIS (for himself and Mrs. 
DAVIS of California): 

H.R. 848. A bill to amend the Elementary 
and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to im-
prove teacher and principal effectiveness, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Education and the Workforce. 

By Mr. ROSS (for himself, Mr. BILI-
RAKIS, Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, Ms. 
ESTY, Mr. LIPINSKI, and Ms. CASTOR 
of Florida): 

H.R. 849. A bill to grant a Federal charter 
to the National Academy of Inventors; to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio (for himself, Mrs. 
DAVIS of California, Mr. LOEBSACK, 
Mr. YARMUTH, and Mr. CARTWRIGHT): 

H.R. 850. A bill to support evidence-based 
social and emotional learning programming; 
to the Committee on Education and the 
Workforce. 

By Mr. SABLAN: 
H.R. 851. A bill to amend the Elementary 

and Secondary Education Act of 1965 to ad-
just funding levels for certain outlying 
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areas; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT: 
H.R. 852. A bill to amend the Communica-

tions Act of 1934 to provide for additional 
technical and procedural standards for artifi-
cial or prerecorded voice telephone messages 
and the establishment of such standards for 
live telephone solicitations; to the Com-
mittee on Energy and Commerce. 

By Mr. SMITH of Nebraska (for himself 
and Mrs. LUMMIS): 

H.R. 853. A bill to amend title 49, United 
States Code, with respect to apportionments 
under the Airport Improvement Program, 
and for other purposes; to the Committee on 
Transportation and Infrastructure. 

By Mr. TAKAI (for himself, Mr. 
SABLAN, Ms. GABBARD, and Ms. 
BORDALLO): 

H.R. 854. A bill to amend the Compact of 
Free Association of 1985 to provide for ade-
quate Compact-impact aid to affected States 
and territories, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources, and in 
addition to the Committee on Energy and 
Commerce, for a period to be subsequently 
determined by the Speaker, in each case for 
consideration of such provisions as fall with-
in the jurisdiction of the committee con-
cerned. 

By Mr. TIBERI (for himself, Mr. NEAL, 
and Mr. REED): 

H.R. 855. A bill to amend the Internal Rev-
enue Code of 1986 to permanently extend the 
new markets tax credit, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Ms. TITUS: 
H.R. 856. A bill to establish the Gold Butte 

National Conservation Area in Clark County, 
Nevada, in order to conserve, protect, and 
enhance the cultural, archaeological, nat-
ural, wilderness, scientific, geological, his-
torical, biological, wildlife, educational, and 
scenic resources of the area, to designate 
wilderness areas, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Natural Resources. 

By Ms. TITUS: 
H.R. 857. A bill to provide for the with-

drawal of certain Federal land in Garden 
Valley, Nevada; to the Committee on Nat-
ural Resources. 

By Mr. YARMUTH (for himself, Mr. 
POLIS, Ms. NORTON, Mr. COHEN, Mr. 
MCGOVERN, Mr. RANGEL, and Mr. 
POCAN): 

H.R. 858. A bill to establish a comprehen-
sive literacy program, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Education and 
the Workforce. 

By Ms. LEE (for herself, Mr. HONDA, 
Mr. ELLISON, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. 
GRAYSON, Mr. CONYERS, and Mr. NAD-
LER): 

H.J. Res. 30. A joint resolution to require a 
strategy and report to counter the Islamic 
State in Iraq and the Levant, and for other 
purposes; to the Committee on Foreign Af-
fairs, and in addition to the Committee on 
Armed Services, for a period to be subse-
quently determined by the Speaker, in each 
case for consideration of such provisions as 
fall within the jurisdiction of the committee 
concerned. 

By Mrs. BEATTY (for herself, Ms. 
CLARKE of New York, Mr. CLAY, Mr. 
GRIJALVA, Ms. NORTON, Mr. RANGEL, 
Mr. RUSH, Mr. DAVID SCOTT of Geor-
gia, Mr. AL GREEN of Texas, and Mr. 
BISHOP of Georgia): 

H. Con. Res. 16. Concurrent resolution rec-
ognizing the difficult challenges Black vet-
erans faced when returning home after serv-
ing in the Armed Forces, their heroic mili-
tary sacrifices, and their patriotism in fight-
ing for equal rights and for the dignity of a 
people and a Nation; to the Committee on 
Veterans’ Affairs. 

By Mr. HENSARLING: 
H. Res. 98. A resolution providing amounts 

for the expenses of the Committee on Finan-
cial Services in the One Hundred Fourteenth 
Congress; to the Committee on House Ad-
ministration. 

By Mr. THOMPSON of Mississippi: 
H. Res. 99. A resolution expressing the con-

dolences of the House of Representatives on 
the death of the Honorable Alan Nunnelee, a 
Representative from the State of Mississippi; 
considered and agreed to. 

By Mr. FARENTHOLD: 
H. Res. 102. A resolution expressing support 

for designation of September 25, 2015, as ‘‘Na-
tional Pediatric Bone Cancer Awareness 
Day’’; to the Committee on Energy and Com-
merce. 

By Mr. MCCAUL (for himself and Mr. 
THOMPSON of Mississippi): 

H. Res. 103. A resolution providing 
amounts for the expenses of the Committee 
on Homeland Security in the One Hundred 
Fourteenth Congress; to the Committee on 
House Administration. 

f 

PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of rule XII, 
Mr. SMITH of New Jersey introduced a bill 

(H.R. 859), for the relief of certain aliens who 
were aboard the Golden Venture; which was 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

f 

CONSTITUTIONAL AUTHORITY 
STATEMENT 

Pursuant to clause 7 of rule XII of 
the Rules of the House of Representa-
tives, the following statements are sub-
mitted regarding the specific powers 
granted to Congress in the Constitu-
tion to enact the accompanying bill or 
joint resolution. 

By Mr. LEVIN: 
H.R. 820. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority on which this 

bill rests is the power of Congress to lay and 
collect duties and to regulate Commerce 
with foreign Nations, as enumerated in Arti-
cle I, Section 8. 

By Mr. LATTA: 
H.R. 821. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: Congress 

shall have the Power . . . ‘‘to regulate Com-
merce with foreign Nations, and among the 
several States, and with the Indian tribes.’’ 

By Mr. SESSIONS: 
H.R. 822. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8 of the U.S. Constitu-

tion. 
By Mr. TONKO: 

H.R. 823. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 
The Congress shall have the Power to lay 

and collect Taxes, Duties, Imposts and Ex-
cises, to pay the Debts and provide for the 
common Defence and general Welfare of the 
United States; but all Duties, Imposts and 
Excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States. 

By Mr. WEBER of Texas: 
H.R. 824. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 of the United 

States Constitution, which states that ‘‘The 

Congress shall have Power to lay and collect 
taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to pay the 
debts and provide for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States; but 
all duties impost and excises shall be uni-
form throughout the United States;’’ and Ar-
ticle 1, Section 8, Clause 18 of the Constitu-
tion, which states that Congress shall have 
power ‘‘To make all laws which shall be nec-
essary and proper for carrying into execution 
the foregoing powers, and all other powers 
vested by this Constitution in the Govern-
ment of the Untied States, or in any Depart-
ment or Officer thereof.’’ 

By Mr. ROSKAM: 
H.R. 825. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the Constitution. 

By Mr. MCKINLEY: 
H.R. 826. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
According to Article I, Section 8 of the 

Constitution of the United States. 
By Ms. FOXX: 

H.R. 827. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the 

Constitution which states ‘‘Congress shall 
have power to regulate commerce with for-
eign Nations, and among the several States, 
and with the Indian Tribes.’’ 

By Mr. BOUSTANY: 
H.R. 828. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I 

By Mrs. CAPPS: 
H.R. 829. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 of the Con-

stitution 
By Mr. CARSON of Indiana: 

H.R. 830. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause 3 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. CASTRO of Texas: 
H.R. 831. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Congress shall have power . . . To 

make all laws which shall be necessary and 
proper for carrying into execution the fore-
going powers, and all other powers vested by 
this Constitution in the government of the 
United States, or in any department or offi-
cer thereof. 

By Mr. COOK: 
H.R. 832. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the U.S. 

Constitution 
By Mrs. DAVIS of California: 

H.R. 833. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Mrs. DAVIS of California: 
H.R. 834. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 1 

By Ms. DELAURO: 
H.R. 835. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8, Clause 3 of the United 

States Constitution. 
By Mr. DENT: 

H.R. 836. 
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Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1 section 8 of the US consititution 

By Mr. FITZPATRICK: 
H.R. 837. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. HANNA: 
H.R. 838. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The Constitutional authority on which 

this bill rests is enumerated in Clause 3 of 
Section 8 of Article I of the United States 
Constitution. 

By Mr. HASTINGS: 
H.R. 839. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Section 8 of Article 1 of the Constitution 
To make all Laws which shall be necessary 

and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Officer thereof. 

By Mr. KENNEDY: 
H.R. 840. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 (relating to 

the power of Congress to provide for the gen-
eral welfare of the United States) and Clause 
18 (relating to the power to make all laws 
necessary and proper for carrying out the 
powers vested in Congress) 

By Mr. KING of Iowa: 
H.R. 841. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted puruant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I, Section 
8, Clause I and under Article I, Section 8, 
Clause 4 of the United States Constitution. 

By Mr. KINZINGER of Illinois: 
H.R. 842. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 of the Con-

stitution. 
By Mr. KLINE: 

H.R. 843. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3, commonly re-

ferred to the ‘‘Commerce Clause,’’ of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mr. KLINE: 
H.R. 844. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3, commonly re-

ferred to the ‘‘Commerce Clause,’’ of the 
United States Constitution. 

By Mrs. LUMMIS: 
H.R. 845. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2: ‘‘The Con-

gress shall have power to dispose of and 
make all needful rules and regulations re-
specting the territory or other property be-
longing to the United States; and nothing in 
this Constitution shall be so construed as to 
prejudice any claims of the United States, or 
of any particular state.’’ 

By Mr. POLIS: 
H.R. 846. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 3 of section 8 of Article I of the Con-

stitution 
By Mr. POLIS: 

H.R. 847. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 

Article I, section 8 of the Constitution of 
the United States 

By Mr. POLIS: 
H.R. 848. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 1 (relating to 

the power of Congress to provide for the gen-
eral welfare of the United States) and Clause 
18 (relating to the power to make all laws 
necessary and proper for carrying out the 
powers vested in Congress) 

By Mr. ROSS: 
H.R. 849. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3 

By Mr. RYAN of Ohio: 
H.R. 850. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The above mentioned legislation is based 

upon the following Section 8 statement. 
To make all Laws which shall be necessary 

and proper for carrying into Execution the 
foregoing Powers, and all other Powers vest-
ed by this Constitution in the Government of 
the United States, or in any Department or 
Officer thereof. 

By Mr. SABLAN: 
H.R. 851. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
The constitutional authority of Congress 

to enact this legislation is provided by Arti-
cle I, section 8 of the United States Constitu-
tion (clause 1), which grants Congress the 
power to collect taxes and expend funds to 
provide for the general welfare of the United 
States. 

By Mr. SCHWEIKERT: 
H.R. 852. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section 8, Clause 3: 
To regulate commerce with foreign na-

tions, and among the several states, and with 
the Indian tribes 

By Mr. SMITH of Nebraska: 
H.R. 853. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article 1, Section 8 of the United States 

Constitution, specifically Clause 3 (related 
to regulation of Commerce among the sev-
eral states). 

By Mr. TAKAI: 
H.R. 854. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, Section VIII, of the U.S. Con-

stitution. 
By Mr. TIBERI: 

H.R. 855. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 1 of Section 8 of Article I 

By Ms. TITUS: 
H.R. 856. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 

By Ms. TITUS: 
H.R. 857. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article IV, Section 3, Clause 2 

By Mr. YARMUTH: 
H.R. 858. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Clause 3 of Section 8 of Article 1 of the 

Constitution. 
By Mr. SMITH of New Jersey: 

H.R. 859. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
Article I, section 8, clause 4 of the Con-

stitution provides that Congress shall have 

power ‘‘To establish an uniform Rule of Nat-
uralization, and uniform Laws on the subject 
of Bankruptcies throughout the United 
States;’’ 

By Ms. LEE: 
H.J. Res. 30. 
Congress has the power to enact this legis-

lation pursuant to the following: 
This bill is enacted pursuant to the power 

granted to Congress under Article I of the 
United States Constitution and its subse-
quent amendments, and further clarified and 
interpreted by the Supreme Court of the 
United States. 

f 

ADDITIONAL SPONSORS 

Under clause 7 of rule XII, sponsors 
were added to public bills and resolu-
tions, as follows: 

H.R. 24: Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. YOUNG of Iowa, 
and Mr. CARTER of Texas. 

H.R. 27: Mr. ALLEN. 
H.R. 44: Ms. GABBARD. 
H.R. 67: Mr. HASTINGS and Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 69: Mr. KILDEE, Ms. SLAUGHTER, Mrs. 

BUSTOS, Mr. VEASEY, Mr. CICILLINE, Ms. 
SPEIER, and Mr. FARENTHOLD. 

H.R. 85: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 114: Mr. BABIN. 
H.R. 131: Mr. DUFFY, Mr. PEARCE, Mr. 

PITTENGER, and Mr. ALLEN. 
H.R. 136: Mr. HUFFMAN, Mr. GARAMENDI, 

Mr. THOMPSON of California, Ms. SPEIER, Mr. 
SWALWELL of California, Mr. COSTA, Ms. 
ESHOO, Ms. LOFGREN, Mr. FARR, Mr. 
VALADAO, Mr. NUNES, Mr. KNIGHT, Ms. JUDY 
CHU of California, Mr. SCHIFF, Mr. SHERMAN, 
Mr. TED LIEU of California, Mrs. TORRES, Mr. 
TAKANO, and Mrs. MIMI WALTERS of Cali-
fornia. 

H.R. 143: Mr. POLIQUIN. 
H.R. 160: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 

New York. 
H.R. 169: Mr. BLUM, Mr. KIND, Mr. KILMER, 

Mr. DEFAZIO, and Mr. WILLIAMS. 
H.R. 173: Mr. BISHOP of Utah. 
H.R. 178: Mr. YOUNG of Iowa. 
H.R. 187: Ms. ESTY. 
H.R. 197: Mr. HECK of Washington and Mr. 

HIMES. 
H.R. 212: Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 

JOYCE, and Mr. MCKINLEY. 
H.R. 216: Ms. KUSTER. 
H.R. 218: Mr. CONNOLLY. 
H.R. 223: Ms. DUCKWORTH. 
H.R. 249: Mr. GRIJALVA and Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.R. 271: Mr. GOODLATTE. 
H.R. 280: Mr. HENSARLING. 
H.R. 281: Mr. HUIZENGA of Michigan, Mr. 

JOHNSON of Ohio, Mr. MASSIE, Mr. JORDAN, 
and Mr. HARRIS. 

H.R. 284: Mr. MCCAUL. 
H.R. 287: Mr. HENSARLING. 
H.R. 290: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 292: Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. HIGGINS, Mr. 

HARPER, Mr. BRADY of Pennsylvania, Ms. 
BROWN of Florida, Mr. PETERSON, Mr. 
FRELINGHUYSEN, Mr. CONNOLLY, Ms. NORTON, 
Ms. LEE, Mr. SIRES, Mr. POSEY, Mr. YAR-
MUTH, Mr. WITTMAN, Mr. NUGENT, Mr. GRI-
JALVA, Mr. HECK of Washington, Ms. SPEIER, 
Ms. BROWNLEY of California, and Mr. BLU-
MENAUER. 

H.R. 303: Mr. CURBELO of Florida, Mr. 
MASSIE, Mr. KILMER, Mr. CONNOLLY, and Mr. 
SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of New York. 

H.R. 304: Mr. JEFFRIES, Mr. BLUMENAUER, 
Mr. PAYNE, and Mr. COHEN. 

H.R. 306: Mr. TAKANO. 
H.R. 317: Mr. PALLONE. 
H.R. 333: Mr. SEAN PATRICK MALONEY of 

New York. 
H.R. 344: Mr. LEWIS and Mr. ASHFORD. 
H.R. 349: Mr. JOYCE and Mr. MCKINLEY. 
H.R. 358: Mr. CROWLEY, Mr. HANNA, Mrs. 

KIRKPATRICK, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. 
PETERS, Mr. POCAN, and Ms. PINGREE. 
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H.R. 363: Ms. FUDGE and Mr. BEYER. 
H.R. 365: Ms. WILSON of Florida. 
H.R. 400: Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. CONNOLLY, 

Ms. GABBARD, Mr. CICILLINE, Mr. MCCAUL, 
and Mr. ISSA. 

H.R. 401: Mr. PEARCE and Mr. ISSA. 
H.R. 402: Mr. LUETKEMEYER and Mr. 

PEARCE. 
H.R. 403: Mr. GARAMENDI. 
H.R. 411: Mr. VAN HOLLEN, Mr. MCGOVERN, 

Mr. POLIS, Mr. MEEKS, Mr. LOEBSACK, Ms. 
LEE, Mr. LEVIN, Mr. TAKANO, Mr. SWALWELL 
of California, Mr. GRIJALVA, Mr. GARAMENDI, 
and Ms. ESHOO. 

H.R. 417: Mr. ZINKE, Mr. ROKITA, and Mr. 
WESTERMAN. 

H.R. 426: Mr. POMPEO, Mr. LATTA, Mr. 
GROTHMAN, Mr. LONG, Mr. JOHNSON of Ohio, 
and Mr. OLSON. 

H.R. 429: Mr. CONNOLLY. 
H.R. 431: Mr. HARDY. 
H.R. 441: Mr. NEUGEBAUER. 
H.R. 445: Mr. FRANKS of Arizona. 
H.R. 451: Mr. GRIFFITH, Mr. KING of Iowa, 

Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania, Ms. JENKINS 
of Kansas, Mr. ROSS, and Mr. SCHOCK. 

H.R. 461: Mr. HILL. 
H.R. 465: Mr. OLSON, Mr. STIVERS, and Mr. 

STEWART. 
H.R. 478: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 483: Mr. TED LIEU of California. 
H.R. 486: Mr. HENSARLING. 
H.R. 495: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD and Mr. GRI-

JALVA. 
H.R. 497: Mr. RYAN of Ohio. 
H.R. 508: Mr. DESAULNIER. 
H.R. 509: Mr. LANGEVIN, Ms. ROYBAL- 

ALLARD, Mr. ASHFORD, Ms. KAPTUR, and Mr. 
PETERS. 

H.R. 511: Mr. BENISHEK and Mr. LUCAS. 
H.R. 523: Mr. MCNERNEY, Mr. CARSON of In-

diana, Mr. POCAN, Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, and 
Mr. COHEN. 

H.R. 525: Mr. CONNOLLY. 
H.R. 529: Mr. BLUM, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mr. 

FINCHER, Mr. ROSKAM, and Mr. SAM JOHNSON 
of Texas. 

H.R. 531: Mr. COHEN and Mr. NADLER. 
H.R. 540: Mrs. ELLMERS and Mr. PEARCE. 
H.R. 541: Mr. CONNOLLY. 
H.R. 546: Mr. NUGENT, Mr. FORTENBERRY, 

Ms. SPEIER, Ms. TSONGAS, Mr. COHEN, and 
Mr. LANCE. 

H.R. 556: Mr. KIND. 
H.R. 563: Ms. KAPTUR. 
H.R. 572: Mr. COLE. 
H.R. 574: Mr. PEARCE. 
H.R. 578: Mr. HARPER and Mr. BARR. 
H.R. 583: Mr. PITTENGER. 
H.R. 592: Mr. MASSIE, Mr. WILSON of South 

Carolina, Mr. STEWART, Mr. NUNES, Mr. 
DEFAZIO, Mr. ROSS, Mr. ROE of Tennessee, 
Mr. LOEBSACK, and Mr. WILLIAMS. 

H.R. 594: Mr. ROSS, Mr. LUETKEMEYER, Mr. 
DUFFY, Mr. SANFORD, Mr. GRAVES of Georgia, 
Mr. ROHRABACHER, Mr. LOUDERMILK, Mr. 
CURBELO of Florida, Mr. HOLDING, and Mr. 
MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 602: Ms. SEWELL of Alabama and Mrs. 
BUSTOS. 

H.R. 604: Mr. OLSON, Mr. GRAVES of Mis-
souri, and Mr. GOSAR. 

H.R. 606: Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 608: Ms. FUDGE. 
H.R. 622: Mr. BABIN and Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 631: Mr. HENSARLING. 
H.R. 634: Mr. GARAMENDI. 
H.R. 635: Mr. GARAMENDI. 
H.R. 642: Ms. TITUS and Ms. GABBARD. 
H.R. 650: Mr. DUNCAN of Tennessee. 
H.R. 654: Mr. MURPHY of Pennsylvania, Mr. 

RATCLIFFE, and Mr. LUETKEMEYER. 
H.R. 662: Mr. ROKITA, Mr. DUNCAN of South 

Carolina, Mr. SHUSTER, Mr. HOLDING, Mr. 
ISSA, and Ms. ROS-LEHTINEN. 

H.R. 663: Mr. WILLIAMS, Mr. PETERSON, and 
Mr. WALZ. 

H.R. 665: Mr. KEATING. 
H.R. 670: Mr. LOEBSACK and Mr. RUSH. 
H.R. 699: Mr. YOUNG of Alaska and Mr. TED 

LIEU of California. 
H.R. 703: Mr. PALAZZO, Mr. NUNES, Mr. 

POSEY, Mr. MULVANEY, Mr. HENSARLING, and 
Mr. MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 704: Mr. HARRIS, Mr. ROSS, and Mr. 
MILLER of Florida. 

H.R. 709: Mrs. HARTZLER. 
H.R. 711: Mr. TIBERI. 
H.R. 716: Mr. COHEN. 
H.R. 717: Ms. BORDALLO, Ms. MATSUI, and 

Mr. TAKAI. 
H.R. 718: Mr. GRIJALVA and Mr. LOEBSACK. 
H.R. 722: Mr. THOMPSON of Pennsylvania. 
H.R. 724: Mr. GROTHMAN. 

H.R. 731: Mr. SESSIONS and Ms. BROWNLEY 
of California. 

H.R. 733: Mr. FORTENBERRY and Mr. 
MULVANEY. 

H.R. 751: Mr. RIGELL, Mrs. KIRKPATRICK, 
Mr. PITTENGER, and Mr. YOHO. 

H.R. 754: Mr. BARLETTA. 
H.R. 757: Ms. GABBARD. 
H.R. 762: Ms. KUSTER and Ms. LEE. 
H.R. 767: Mr. CRENSHAW and Ms. KELLY of 

Illinois. 
H.R. 774: Mr. ROYCE, Mr. HUNTER, Mr. 

WEBER of Texas, Mr. PIERLUISI, and Mr. 
LOWENTHAL. 

H.R. 775: Mr. POMPEO and Mr. HILL. 
H.R. 784: Mr. FATTAH. 
H.R. 794: Ms. ROYBAL-ALLARD, Mr. GRI-

JALVA, and Mr. RANGEL. 
H.R. 795: Mr. GROTHMAN. 
H.R. 812: Mr. KILMER. 
H.R. 814: Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia, Mr. 

COOK, and Mr. SESSIONS. 
H.J. Res. 22: Mr. DEFAZIO. 
H. Con. Res. 13: Mr. JENKINS of West Vir-

ginia, Mr. MOONEY of West Virginia, Mr. 
WEBER of Texas, and Mr. LATTA. 

H. Con. Res. 15: Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN. 
H. Res. 11: Mrs. HARTZLER. 
H. Res. 12: Ms. TITUS, Mr. VISCLOSKY, Mr. 

BEN RAY LUJÁN of New Mexico, Mr. 
ASHFORD, and Mr. PETERS. 

H. Res. 15: Mr. RANGEL, Mr. ASHFORD, Mr. 
HASTINGS, Mr. CONNOLLY, and Ms. DELAURO. 

H. Res. 28: Mr. RICHMOND and Mr. PETERS. 
H. Res. 49: Mr. CHABOT and Mr. SANFORD. 
H. Res. 50: Mr. COHEN and Mr. WEBER of 

Texas. 
H. Res. 54: Mr. DEFAZIO, Mr. SWALWELL of 

California, Mr. ISRAEL, Mr. JENKINS of West 
Virginia, and Ms. MICHELLE LUJAN GRISHAM 
of New Mexico. 

H. Res. 74: Mr. COHEN and Mr. POCAN. 
H. Res. 92: Ms. FRANKEL of Florida, Mr. 

DESAULNIER, Mr. CONNOLLY, Mrs. LAWRENCE, 
Mr. LOWENTHAL, Mr. SMITH of Washington, 
Mr. POCAN, Mr. MCGOVERN, Ms. ROYBAL- 
ALLARD, Mr. CASTRO of Texas, Mr. HONDA, 
and Ms. CASTOR of Florida. 
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